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FROM AN INJURED OFFICER, | 
CAFTAIN BAILLIE, |; 


LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR, 


I 


ROYAL HOSPITAL FOR SEAMEN 


YE l 
REF N WIV H; 
1 9 
ARISING OUT OF A SERIES OF 
Authentic Proceedings in the Court of King's-Bench on Six Proſecutions 
AGAINST HIM, 

For publiſhing certain LiszLs (as it was alledged) in a printed Book, intitled the 
CASE AND MEMORIAL OF GREENWICH HOSPITAL, 
Addreſſed to the GENERAL GovERNoRs, in Behalf of Diſabled Seamen, Widows, and Children; 
AND THE EVIDENCE GIVEN ON THE 
SUBSEQUENT ENOQUIRY 
AT. THE 


BAR OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS, 


In Conſequence of the ſeveral Proſecutions being diſcharged with Coſts. 


LAND: @-N:.: 


Printed for Captain Baillie by J. Almon, oppoſite Burlington Houſe, Piccadilly; and may alſo be had of 
Captain Baillie, at Mr. Roberts, China-Man, near Hatton-Street, Holbourn. Price Two Guineas, 
ſtitched in Sheets, with a fine Engraving of Captain Baillie, in Mezzotinto, by James 
Watlon, Eſq. painted by Nathaniel Hone, Eſq. of the Royal Academy, 
or ſeparately, One Guinea each, MDCCLXXIX. 
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JP 


DUKE OF RICHMOND, 
a Gb 
NOBLE PERSONAGES, 


Who had the Humanity to feel, and Generoſity to ſupport, 


THE CAUSE: OF SEAMEN. 


MY LORDS, 


THERE can a perſecuted and ruined Seaman fly for refuge, with ſo much propriety, as to thoſe 
illuſtrious Perſonages, who, during the late tedious and intricate F nquiry into the Manage- 

ment of Greenwich Hoſpital, ftood forth the Seamen's Protectors, and with {ſuch zeal and abilities, 
pleaded, though in vain, the cauſe of the aged and oppreſſed. 


Many reaſons tempt me to publiſh the proceedings at large in the Court of King's Bench and at 
the Bar of the Houſe of Lords. | 


Firſt, Becauſe my enemies have induſtriouſly circulated, that there did not appear the leaſt proof 
of any abuſe in the management of the Hoſpital, in either of theſe great Inqueſts of the Nation, and 
quote the Report of the Select Committee of Directors, and ſuch other flimſey documents to authen- 


ticate their falſchoods. 


Aſter the various and unparalleled perſecutions J have ſuffered, it would be giving too great a 


triumph to my enemies, to let ſuch extraordinary tranſactions die away in oblivion, without tranſ- 
mitting to poſterity one trace of the oppreſſions I have endured, and the cauſe for which I have 


ſuffered, U his is a ſecond motive for my leaving an indelible monument of the cruelty of 
my oppreſſors; and though it will exhibit to after-ages portraits of the moſt ſhocking deformity, 
yet it will be ſome conſolation, that the Diſabled and Aged Seamen have not been entirely friend- 
leſs ; and though the ſupport their cauſe met with from your Lordſhips, has been at preſent 
ineffectual, yet it may give hopes to the deſponding Seamen, that on ſome future day they will be 
reſtored to their Rights, and their Charter preſerved inviolate, - 'To attain this great end was the 
favourite object of my life; and if I perſevered in the purſuit with the ſpirit of a Reformer and the 
zeal of an Enthuſiaſt, I am not even accuſed of any intereſted motives to myſelf—And though 
ruined and deprived as I am of my honourable and valuable office of Lieutenant Governor, earned 
by long and faithful ſervice, all is not loft in the conteſt : my character, I truſt, is preſerved to me 


unblemiſhed, having ſtood the fierce ordeal of the moſt envenomed perſecutors, who either did 


me juſtice when they ſpoke to it, or faultered, and were in a manner tongue-tied, when they attempted 
to particularize their calumnies. I ſtill hope to ſee the day, the long-wiſhed for day, when the 
diſtinguiſhed virtue and public ſpirit of ſo many great and noble Perſonages will be called into ex- 
ertion, and that ye will have the power as well as the inclination and capacity to reſtore to the 
Navy their legal rights, and vigour to the mouldering frame of the conſtitution. I have the honour 
of being, with the moſt profound reſpect, 
My Lord Duke, 
And my Lords, Sh 
Your Lordſhips? 
moſt faithful 
and devoted Servant, 


— ; 
THOMAS BAILLIE, 
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THIS VOLUME CONTAINS, 


Amongſt other original and authentic Papers, | 


CAPTAIN BAILLIE's Letters to the Earl of Sandwich, to the Secretary of the Adinitalty, Court of Com- 
miſſioners, and ſelect Committee of Directors, with the Anſwers thereto, | 


His Memorial to the General Governors, pointing out Abuſes and propoſing Remedies. 


A Lift of Landmen appointed by Lord Sandwich to Offices of eaſe and profit in the Hoſpital, in preference 
to the honeſt Claims of Seafaring Men; a Liſt of Navy Chaplains who actually receive an Annual Bounty 
from Parliament, as a Reward for their Service at Sea, whilſt beneficed Clergymen, who have not been 
at Sea, are ſaddled upon a charitable Inſtitution, principally ſupported by the Contributions of Seafaring 
Men ; and alſo a general Liſt of Landmen in and belonging to the ſaid Hoſpital, | 


Authentic Proceedings in the Court of King's Bench in conſequence of a Rule 8 by the Court (on the 
0 


Motion of Mr. Solicitor General) to ſhew Cauſe why an Information or Informations ſhould not be ex- 
hibited againſt Captain Baillie for publiſhing certain Libels on the Perſons named in the Rule, viz. The 
Reverend John Cooke, Domeſtic Chaplain to the Earl of Sandwich, Mr. Ibbetſon, Secretary, and four 
other Landmen, all Officers of Greenwich Hoſpital. 


Speeches of the Counſel and Judgment of the Court, taken in Short Hand by Mr. Blanchard: 


Counſel for the Defendant, Mr. Bearcroft, Mr, Murphy, Mr. Peckham, and the Honourable Mr. Erſkine: 


For the Proſecutors, Mr. Solicitor General, Mr. Newnham, Mr. Macdonald, Mr. Dunning, Mr. Lee, 


and Mr, Morgan. 


The whole Evidence as given at the Bar of the Houſe of Lords, with ſome occafional Debates in the 


Courſe of Fifteen Days Enquiry into the once facred Charity of Greenwich, moſt nobly founded by 
King William, and as amply endowed by his Royal Succeflors. | | | 


The Speech of his Grace the Duke of Richmond at the opening and cloſe of the Evidence, 


Abſtracts of other Noble Lords Arguments, with ſuch Papers and Letters as are neceſſary to corrobotate 
the Evidence and elucidate the whole Proceedings, carefully tranſcribed from original Papers, private 
Notes, and authentic Documents; all which have been collected with great Labour and Expence from 


2 1 * 


numerous Materials, in order to render the Work as accurate and complete as poffible, 


ADVERTISEMENT, 


— 


—— — 


„«•%é„— 


—— — 


—— — 
— 
— — — 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 


A® ſeveral nnauthenticated Pamphlets have been diſtributed, injuriouſly reflecting on the cha- 


racter and conduct of Captain Baillie, the late Lieutenant Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital, 


the ſeveral proſecutions againſt him for publiſhing a . libel, miſrepreſented and but little un- 
0 


derſtood; the evidence given at the bar of the Houſe of Lords in the ſeamen's cauſe, mutilated or 


retailed from memory only Captain Baillie feels it a duty he owes to his own character, the ſea- 
men, and his country, to ſtate and ſubmit the proceedings at large to the candour and diſcernment 


of the public. To the end that They may know and judge on what ground the Lieutenant Gover- 
nor of a national inſtitution was turned out of his office, and whether in the whole courſe of the 
evidence or proceedings there is a colour of a pretext on which to ground his ruin or removal from his 
employment, or to ſay that the grievances of the ſeamen (grievances in which he had no perſonal in- 
tereſt) were not founded in fact at the time he repreſented them to the general Governors, which 


Was as ſoon as poſſible after he had cauſed the Huntingdon Butcher to be proſecuted and convicted 


in a public court of juſtice, and ſeeing contract after contract renewed with the ſame perſon, and 
being tired out with the fruitleſs remonſtrances he had made on other grievances to the Council 
of the houſe, to the firſt Lord of the Admiralty, Board of Admiralty, and Directors; he conceived 
it to be his duty, his indiſpenfible duty, to lay theſe and every fraud and abuſe that came within 


his knowledge before the General Governors as ſoon as he could authenticate the facts, not doubt- 
ing but a fair and efficient General Board would be held agreeable to his requeſt, that juſtice might 
be done, and a reformation take place. But inſtead of that, what has been the On 


and what is the language now proclaimed to the public? IJ hat no abuſes exiſt: and true it is ſome of 
them do not exiſt at the preſent moment, becauſe during the intermediate time of the repreſentation of 
theſe ſtubborn faQts, and the late enquiry at the bar of the Houſe of Lords, one whole year had elapſed, 
in which time, though the torrent of abuſes was politically. checked ; no permanent remedy was 
applied, either by the removal of the Landmen or the Contracting Butcher---the two great ſources 
of all the evils, heart-burnings, jealouſies, and diſcontents which grow in that Hoſpital; and as 


the management of the charity is ſtill under the ſame influence, in the hands of the ſame perſons, 
is it not rational to ſuppoſe that ſimilar practices will be reiterated on the helpleſs Penſioners ? 
eſpecially as the man who dared to attack abuſes, is ſacrificed in order to deter others from pur- 


{ſuing ſo dangerous a precedent—A man diſabled in the ſervice of his country, and placed in Green- 
wich Hoſpital as a reward for thoſe ſervices, is at laſt, in the evening of his day, on the bare report 
of a Committee of Seven Directors, ſigned only by two members, driven out of his honourable 
and valuable office in the face of the nation, without a ſhilling in his pocket, his wife and family 
ruined, his goods and chattels ſold by public auction to pay the expences brought upon him by 


his mercileſs perſecutors and proſecutors, whoſe great obje& was to commit his body to a pri- 


fon, after they had deprived him of his office worth near 10,0001. yet it is ſtill to be hoped the 
hour is approaching when a reform will take place, and that the lazy, luxurious Landmen of the 
Hoſpital, who have only fought the battles of the Borough of Huntingdon, will find themſelves 
removeable by a virtuous Miniſter, or at leaſt by a public writ of Quo Warranto, notwithſtand- 
ing their late triumph over Seamen, grown old or difabled in the ſervice of their country, and in 
open violation of the Charter, | e 
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G E NE R ME INDE X, 


In which the Proceedings of the Court of King's-Bench are referred to in N u- 
merals, as they are there paged; and in the Houſe of Lords, in common Figures. 


wy 7 


BSTRACTS of collateral Affidavits ſworn, 
before the Judges, and filed in the Court of 
King's-Bench, from page xi to xvii . 
Abſtracts of the proceedings of the General Court 
and Directors, on the printed Caſe, i, ii, iii. 
Allwright, Thomas, Firſt Captain of the Hoſpital, 
his evidence, xii. 33, 34=-87—135- | 
His character, by Sir John Fielding, 161. 
— His non-attendance in Council, and reaſon, 
„„ EE TH TT!!! þ 
Anſell, William, Lieutenant, ſwears to a faction of 
Landmen, xii. 5 "2 
Appointment of Landmen and others, 16 to 25. 

- of the firſt Chaplains, . 20 to 22. 
of Select Committee of Directors, 7g. 
Articles of abuſes on which the enquiry was founded, 
| 2. 

Attendances of Select Committee, 83---174, 475. 

— — of Council Officers, xliii. 


—2˙——ũ—ͤ ꝓ uſ — 1 
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B, | 
Baillie, Thomas, Lieutenant-Governor, his evi- 
dence, 4---24 to 30—37 to 56---61 to 67--- 
69---74---76 to 82126 to N us, : 
, He offers fair and impartial evidence to the 
Committee of Directors, 132 to 133. 
—, He complains to the Directors of the rob- 
beries of the butcher's ſervant, 25 
„He carries the butcher's ſervants to be ex- 
amined before a magiſtrate, 36. 
., He carries their evidence, upon oath, to the 
Governor, of the frauds of the butcher, 26. 
———, His character, xi to xvi.---92---132, 133 
I 35---I43. - 1 - 
Ball, Daniel, Deputy Clerk of the Council, his evi- 
dence,  25—42—47 to 49—52 to 55—129. 
Bargain, ſigned and ſealed, for the Chaplaincy, 
143, 146. . | 
Barker, J. Eſq. Deputy Chairman of Select Com- 
mittee, his evidence, 
„ Clears the room, 106. of 
——, Swears that he ſigned for ſeven days, though 
he only attended two, 1079.  _ | 
———, He acknowledges that the waſhing amounts 
to 1490]. a year, that he took the evidence of 


the people. who waſhed it, but not of thoſe 
that wore it, 106. 


Bearcroft, Edward, Eſq. King's-Council, ſpeech of, 


XV11. tO xxii. | | 
His evidence, on the negociation, 138. 
Beef bad, bull, and bullſtag, from September to June, 
29 to 37. c | 
. Price of ditto, g6—185. 
Beer, bad, xvi.—54 to 56—169, Ee; 
, 4000 gallons ſtarted by the Council, 54. 
——, Mixt with water at the brewhouſe, 54—1 69. 
Bertels, John, painter, his evidence, xiii.—109. 
Beſſon, Lieutenant Charles, his evidence, 150to 157. 
„Requires a written order, x56, : 
Bolton, Mrs, ſixteen years in the Hoſpital without 
being complained of, ſhe ſwears to ſundry abuſes 
and menaces, xv. 


Chadds, Captain, his evidence, 


Bonniface, John, ſears to ill 22 deſtruction of 


his own and other cabins, for Mr. Secretary 
Ibbetſon, 


X111, 


Boone, Elizabeth, ſwears to an outrage in the In- 


xvi. | 


firmary, 


Boxley, Mr. Deputy Treaſurer, his evidence, 135. 
Breaches of the new Charter, 180. 

Breach and rene wal of the Contract, 37. 

Breach of Privilege, 


57 to 61. | 

Brown, Lancelot, Eſq, Counſel, his evidence, 138. 

Butcher's man tranſported for robbery, 25. 

Burrell, Sir Merrick, one of the Select Committee, 
his evidence, 133, 134. 


, His character of Captain Baillie, 135. 
Butler, Charles; Eſq. Agent and Counſel to the Earl 


of Sandwich in the Greenwich Hoſpital buſi- 
neſs, his evidence, 111 to 118—140, 


—— —, His unchriſtian like alluſion to Captain 


Baillie, 11 7. 


1 5 


Camden, Right Honourable Lord, Abſtracts of his 
Lordſhip's ſpeeches, 71—187 to 189. 
Caverdill, Mr. an old ſeaman, he ſwears to the ge- 
neral joy of the penſioners, on the reſtoration 
of their cabins, and that if there had not been 
a reformation in the proviſions, himſelf and 
many more penſioners would have died for want 
of proper food, xvi. | 2 | 
| knows every minute 
circumſtance concerning the conduct of the Lieu- 
tenant-Governor, but totally ignorant of every 
thing elſe, 146 to 149—161, | 


Charity Stock, &c. 44 to 46. 


Charity Boys, treatment of, xiv to xv. 


Charter, alterations in, xliii.—4 to 10. 


— new, violated, 180. 
Cipriani, Baptiſt, painter, his evidence, 
Civil Officers to be ſeafaring men, 188. | 
Clerks, not ſeafaring men, lodged in the penſioners 

"cabins, - 39. 


164. 


Committee of Directors, burleſque upon, 176. 
——— their appointment, 


185. 
refuſe to examine the Infirmary, 96, 
refuſe to examine into the danger of fire, 


. 


84. 


——— ̊ 


— refuſe to examine the ſhirts and ſheets in 

the Wards, 84. | 

, two Members of, ſign the report upon 
which the Lieutenant: Governor was turned out, 

91— 102. | 

ſuffer the Lieutenant-Governor to be 

abuſed in their preſence, 99. 

find themſelves in a very — 


Contract obtained by colluſion, 32. 
Contracting butcher will ſerve Greenwich Hoſpi- 
tal, 20. 


, He tells the Board of Directors, 
no complaint was ever made of his meat, till 
that troubleſome fellow the Lieutenant governor 

got into office, 26. | 

Contracting Taylor permitted by the Civil Officers to 

ſell gin in the workſhop over the Chapel, 160, 16:. 
*B Contracts 


rn 


- ——— — — UT 
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Cuſt, Peregrine, Eſq. concerning his own conduct, and 


B 


Contacts renewed after conviction for fraud, 27, 
28—101—185., 

Conviction of the contracting butcher, 28. 

Cooke, Rev. Mr. his evidence, 108, 10g—141 to 

1 146. 

is His declaration, that bull and bull- ſtag beef 
was good enough for the penſioners. 37. 

—— . Bargains for his Chaplaincy, 145 to 146. 

———, He pays money for his Directorſhip, 40 and 


160 
„His anathema on Lieutenant Lefevre and 

family, 8 

, His character of Captain Baillie, 143. 

„He calls the Lieutenant- Governor a black- 
guard, raſcal or ſcoundrel, in the preſence of the 
Committee, unreproved, 99 and 106. 

Cooke, Francis, Clerk to the Committee, his ſon 
made Lieutenant of a man of war, having only 
been two years and a half at ſea, inſtead of ſix 
years; and only ſeventeen years old inſtead of 
twenty, 82 

Council Minutes, to bad proviſions, bad beer, bad 
waſhing, bad ſtockings, and various abuſes, 26 
—4247—49—52 to 56. 

Not ſummoned upon the fire, 135. 

——— Officers, by ſea or land, their names and ap- 
pointments, 24. 

- Over-ruled by landmen, 88—92. 

——— Complain to the Board of Directors of va- 
rious abuſes, 26—42—47—52 to 56. 

Write to Sir Charles Hardy, the Governor, 

complaining of the inattention of the Directors, 

and of the mal- practices of the Clerks and Con- 
tractors, and incloſe old records to ſtimulate 
him to look into the affairs of the Hoſpital, 52. 

Incloſe their Minutes to Sir Charles Hardy, 
upon a complaint from all the penſioners touch- 
ing their bad beer; and depute the Lieutenant- 
Governor to wait upon him, hoping he will 
take ſome method with the Board of Directors 
for the relief of the penſioners, 56. | 

Council's anſwer to the Board of Directors, concern- 
ing the irregularity of the penſioners, and report 
the cauſe, unanimouſly, 42. 

Cowley, Thomas, concerning the conduct of the 
Committee of Directors, 82 to 88— 10). 


of che Committee of which he was Chairman, 94 
to 104. | 
He refules impartial evidence, 98. 
Acknowledges that the report, concerning the men's 


ſhoes, and women's cloaths is defective, 98. 
—, His character of Captain Baillie, 101. 
D. 


Day, John, a penſioner, barbarouſly beaten by Mr. 
Ibbetſon, the Secretary, xiii. 

Debates of ſeveral noble Lords, abſtracts of, 1, 2, 3. 
57 to 61. 

—— — On the denunciation of the Rev. Mr. Cooke, 
as from the Earl of Sandwich, 7o and 71. 
Deficiency of linen, xiii —62, | 

Deſtruction of cabins, xii. 
Diſmiſũon of the Lieutenant-Governor, xl. 
Directors write to the Council to know the cauſe of 
the irregularity of the penſioners, and their opi- 
nion of the Butler's and Chalk-off Liſts, 42. 
Directors Minutes on various matter, 6—26—4 2 


/ 


48. 
Dunning, John, Eſq. ſpeech of xxxvii. 


E. 


Eden, William, Eſq. his evidence, 10 to 13. | 

Erſkine, Honourable Thomas, ſpeech of, xxv to xxx. 

Evereſt, Triſtram, Solicitor of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
concerning the Charter, 6 to 10—69. 

d „Offers to lay a wager the butcher's man will 
be acquitted, 25. 

——— He looks for old papers, 189. 

r contradictory, of Sir William James, Mr. 


— 


Evidence, oc of Mr. Butler, Mr. r. Murphy, 


and the Rev. Mr. Cooke, 183. 
„Of twenty penſioners taken promiſcu- 
ouſly, rejected, 97 and 98. 11 
Evidence rejected at the General Court, 80. 
Evit, Anne, ſwears to an outrage in the Infirmary, 

xvi. 
Extracts from the Minutes of General Courts, con- 
cerning the appointment of ſeafaring men 179 


F. 


Faction of landmen *1—92. 
Farril, Robert, concerning the treatment of the cha- 
rity boys, xiv. 
Field, Thomas, he ſwears to a great deficiency of 
linen, X1l1-—02. | 
Fielding, Sir John, concerning the fire i in the Hot- 
pa, 159 
He compares the Taylors ſhop, in Green- 
wich Hoſpital, to out-laws in a ſhip, 160. 
Fire, nn 67, 68. | 


G. 


General Court, a fall and efficient one requeſted by 
Captain Baillie, to take the Caſe of Greenwich 
e e under conſideration, vii 173. 

—— — N of, on various 888 0 
—9—75—183, 18 

- . 8 22 2 of all the Members. ex- 
| cept the Princes of the Blood, on Mr. Ibbetſon's 
ſuggeſtion, 16. 

— Recommend Officers to the Admi- 

| ralty, to be appointed, 12—21—188. 

Gibbs, John, Boatſwain, he fwears to the joy of the 
penſioners on being reſtored to their cabins ; to 
the diſmiſtion of the Guardian of the boys for 
huzzaing, to bad ſhoes, &c. &c. xiv. 

Glaſs, John, Boatſwain of che Painted Hall, expelled 
for huzzaing the Lords, 109 to 111. 

—— Concerning the Painted Hall, xii. 

Godby, John, Steward of the Hoſpital, his evidence, 
33—47 to 51—62 to 65-129. 

| | His endeavours to ſuppreſs evidence, 36. - 

—— —, His Clerk, and Checks Clerk. alſo endea- | 
vours to ſuppreſs evidence, 36. 

Gordon, firſt Lieutenant of the Hoſpital, he "IDEN 
to bad ſhoes and ſtockings, and faction of land- 
men, &c. &c, xii—g1 and 92. 

Governor, Sir Charles Hardy, his attendances 'at 
Council, Kliii. 

He attends once a year, inſtead of once a 

week, as ordered by his inſtructions, 24. 

He threatens Alexander Moore, the Cook, 


———— 


Gough, Boatſwain, an old ſeaman, broke for not 
Pulling off his hat to the Rev. Mr. Cooke, 


xv 
Greenwood, John, Painter, concerning the Painted 
Hall, xiv. 


Granger, Charles, to various impoſitions on himſelf 
and brother penſioners, xii. | 

Gregory, William, Chapel Clerk, ſwears to the in- 
decent manner of interment, and that the Chap- 
lain points his ſermons at particular perſons, 
whom he does not chuſe to name, xvii. 


H. 


Hicks, Mr. Sixpenny Receiver, and proſecutor, moves 
for the diſmiſſion of the Lieutenant - Governor, 
104. 

Hooper, Benjamin, Boatſwain, ſwears to the extortion 
of the Hoſpital Barber, to the inſufficieney of 
ſhoes, ſtockings, &c. &c. Xin. 


J. 


James, Sir William, one of the Committee of Di- 
rectors, his evidence, 130 to 132. 


Barker, Dire dor. and Captain Allwright, 169. 


—— „3222 


, His character of Captain Baillte, 33. 
Iobetſon, 


N I 
> ; 
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jbbetſon, Mr. Secretary to the Hoſpital, his evi- 
dence, 4 to 6—9—16—21—26 to 29, and be- 
tween 42, and 56— 137. 
— — His inſtructions, firſt article read, 53. 
His curious anecdote, 56. 

His barbarity to a poor penſioner, xili. 
Jenkins, Suſannah, to a violent outrage in the Infir- 
mary, by order of Captain Mapleſden, xvi. 
Intimidations to evidence, xi, xii- xv, xvi—7J2—63. 
Judgment of the Court of King's Bench, xxxvi 

to xxxix. 
Introduction of landmen, 


184. 
|. © 


Kerr, Lieutenant, his evidence, to bad beef for a 
length of time, 34 to 35. 

He ſwears, to the beſt of his judgment, the 

fire began in the Taylors ſhvp, there and there 


only, and that it was evident to every body, 
68, | > 


; "ne he 
Landmen, liſt of, appointed by Lord Sandwich, x. 
—— — — A general liſt of, in or belonging to the 
Holpital, 154.458... 
Of what deſcription, 16 to 24. 
— Lodgings of, 38 to 41. 3 
Lefevre, Lieutenant, William, ſwears to many abuſes, 
particularly to encroachments on the ſeamen, xi. 
| Lefevre, Charles, Eſq. his evidence concerning the 
denunciation . of the Rev. Mr. Cooke, xi 
70 to 74—87 165. | 


Lennan, Thomas, his evidence concerning incroach- 


the purchaſe of-votes in Huntingdon, 165. 


Letters from the Secretary of the Admiralty, in the | 


year 1742, reprimanding, in very ſevere terms, 
the Governor and Council of the Houſe: for 
' ſuffering abuſes, and for not looking daily into 
the affairs of the Hoſpital, xxvi. 


Letter from Captain Baillie, the Lieutenant-Gover- | 


nor, to Lord Sandwich, inclofing the printed 
Caſe, and entreating his Lordſhip to look into 
the State of the Hoſpital, iv, No. I. 
No anſwer. en | 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, incloſing another printed 
Caſe in form, and requeſting a General Court 
to be called, according to the true intent and 
meaning of the Charter, vii, No. 3. 
Mr. Stephens anſwer, vii, No. 4. $0 
'Letter to Mr. Ibbetfon deſiring a copy of ſome com- 
 - plaints, in conſequence of the printed Cafe, and 
alſo a copy of the late Reſolutions of the General 
Court, vii, No. 5. 
No anſwer. | | 
Letter to the Committee of Directors appointed to 
inveſtigate the charges in the printed Caſe, and 


cautioning them how to proceed, and proteſting 


againſt them as inadequate to the Enquiry, 
Vil, No. 6. e 2 8 
No anſwer. | 
Letter to the Lords of the Admiralty complaining of 
the conduct of the Committee, and their ſpecial 


* 


Pleader, and requeſting their Lordſhips to ſuſ. 


pend their judgment, on the report of the Com- 
mittee, the matter being ſub judice in the King's 
Bench. vin, No. 6. = | 
Mr. Stephens's anſwer. ix. No, 8. 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, deſiring a copy of the order 
by which he was ſuſpended, ix, No. 9. 
Mr. Stephens anſwer, refuſing a copy of the order, 
_ Nee 0. | | 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, after the diſcharge of all the 
proſecutions in the Court of King's Bench, re- 
queſting to be reſtored to his Office, xl, No. 11. 
Mr. Stephens anſwer, xl. No. 12. 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, requeſting a copy of new 
complaints, laid to be preſented, and alſo a copy 
of the report of the Committee, xl, No, 13. 


ments, falſe muſters, and embezzlements, xiii. 
He was, he conceives, made a Lieutenant by | 


| 


wv,” 


E | 


D 


new complaints, and refuſing a copy of the 
„ th 
Letter, from Mr. Stephens, informing Capt. Baillie, 
that he is removed from his Office; for miſbeha- 
viour, on the report of the Committee, and ſu- 
perſeded by Captain Mapleſden, xl, No. 15. 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, deſiring the coſts he was un- 
juſtly put to in the King's Bench, and requeſting 


and time to look out for another habitation, 
Kli, No. 16. 
Mr. Stephens anſwer, refuſing coſts, and preſſing 
him to. quit his apartment, xli, No. 17. 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, requeſting further time, as he 
cannot think of putting his family into the 
ſtreet, repeating his requeſt for a copy of the re- 
port, for the furtherance of juſtice, and entreat- 
ing their Lordſhips to reviſe their proceedings, 
by comparing the report with the affidavits filed 
in the King's Bench, Kli, No. 18. 
No anſwer. | a, 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, tepeating his requeſt for a 
copy of the report, hoping their Lordſhips do 
not mean to obſtruct the courſe of juſtice, avow- 
ing his intention to ſeek a legal remedy, xlii, 
No. 19. 5 1 
No anſwer. 3 1 
Letter to the General Court, whilſt ſitting, complain- 
ing of the partial, arbitrary, and unjuſt proceed- 
ings of the Committee, and offering, (as in 
page 80, line 19 from the bottom) to produce 
evidence upon oath, and affidavits fworn to, for 
his defence, in the King's Bench, in oppoſition 
to the report of the Committee, 76 to 80. 
No other anſwer than a verbal one, from the Earl of 
Sandwich, that they were not come to hear evi- 
_ dence, but to receive the report of the Com- 
0 oY. x Yared 
Letter to Mr. Stephens, June 9, 1779, deſiring to be 
appointed to a ſhip, requeſting his character to be 
- enquired into, and certain records, in the books 
of the Admiralty, to be referred to, 190. 
Mr. Stephens anſwer, 191. ; | 
Letter from the Admiralty, March 3, 1757, confer- 
ring on Captain Baillie the rank of Poſt Cap- 
tain, unſolicited and unaſked, 190. | 
Letters from the two late Governors of the Hoſpital, 
in ſupport of his good conduct therein, April 
26, 1771, page 190. | 


| 


Letter from Lord Sandwich to the ſame purport, 38. 
Linen deficient, the reaſon why, by the Steward and 
Clerk of the Cheque, 62 to 67. 


M 


Marſh, George, Eſq. a Director, his evidence con- 
cerning contracts for the Navy and Greenwich 
Hoſpital, 30 to 33. 

—--— Acknowledges that a monopoly in a contract- 
Ing butcher, is a great inconvenience, 32. 
Conſents to renew the contract after conviction, 

though no new precautions were taken to pre- 
vent ſimilar frauds, 31, 32. 5 

His ſalvo for ſo doing, page 32, line 8, from tlie 
bottom. | 

Macdonald, Archibald, Eſq. King's Counſel, ſpeech” 
of, Xxxvi to xxxvii. | 

Malevolence of the faction of landmen may be ſeen in 
almoſt every page from x to xvii. 

Marſham, Short-hand writer, his evidence, 

Matrons, non qualification of, 19—178. 

Maule, Stephen, Clerk of the Cheque, his evidence, 


88. 


16 to 24. e 
——— His falſe returns to the Houſe of Peers, 
179 — 188. 


Melliſh, Peter, his contract after contract renewed, 

| after conviction, 26, 27, 28. 

Memorial of Lieutenant-Governor to General Court, 
iv to vi. 


172 to 177. 


| Miſconduct of the ſeveral Boards, | 
| | | : Money 


Mr. Stephens anſwer, acknowledging there were no 


ſome other proviſion, after forty years ſervice, 
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Moore, Maſter Cook, his evidence to the long-con- 


——, He ſtrikes a diſabled Officer, 


5 
Money Liſt, Butler's and Chalk-off Liſt inſtead of | 
proviſions, 41 to 46. 


tinued fraud of bull beef, &c. 


X.—33 5 6—93. 


Reformers, the fate of, 
Report of the Committee, ſigned by two members 


Reſolutions of the Lords, 


E X. 


— 


117. 


out of ſeven, 91. 


189. 


Morgan, „Eſq. his defence of himſelf and | Richmond, his Grace the Duke of, his ſpeech, 166 
clients, 39, 90. d . 
—— His clients not ſuffered to Rennes CVi- | —— Abſtracts of other ſpeeches, . 3. 


dence againſt themſelves, 9). 
» His miſtake in evidence correfted. 163. 
Moyle, Lieutenant, his evidence, mode of meaſur- 
ing l linen, 157. 
Murphy, Arthur, Eſq. concerning a negociation | 
118 to 126—139 to 140. 
. T bat Lord Sandwich would chuſe him, that 
he would ſingle him out, &c. 122. 
— - —, The examination prepared by him for Mr. 
Botler, 124, 126. | 
Mutton, ram, and ram-ſtags, 35. 
Mylne, Mr. Clerk of the "Works, abuſes the Lieu- 


tenant-Governor, - 99. 


I61. 
N. 


Navy Chaplains, a Liſt of, who receive a bounty from 
parliament, Kliv. 


Newnham, George, Eſq. King's-Council, «als of, 
XXXIV to xxxvi. 


. 


Painted Hall, concerning, xiili.—1 

Patterns of cloth delivered at the bar of the Houſe 
of Lords, 62. 

Peckham, Harry, Eſq. ſpeech of, xxii to xxv. 

Penalties compounded with the contractor, 28, 29. 

Penſioners grumble at their bull beef and ram mut- 

. 

— ., more might be admitted, 41. 

—— ——, all complain of bad beer, 56. 

Huzza at the Houſe of . and are 
. 60. 

Perry, Dorothy, ſwears to outrages, menaces, and 

mulcts, -xvi—61. : 

Petitioners for offices in the Hoſpital, 178, 179. 

Pork, bad, xi. 

Poſts and rails, or blind- men's walk deſtroyed, the 
fatal conſequences, 88—105—130—136. 
Preſtage, a tradeſman, ſwears to falſe muſters, xiii. 
Price, Mr. a linen-draper, ſwears to the length of 

Ruſſias, 69. | 
Proteſt of the Lieutenant- Governor againſt the Com- 
mittee, vii. 
Proviſions, quality of, &c. 25 to 35. 
Proſecutors, names of, againſt Captain Baillie ! in the f 
King's-Bench, xvii. 


4 
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Rapley, Thomas, a blind penſioner, his ingenious 
mode of finding out whether his linen was waſh- 
ed or not, xv.—- 8 8. 

Ray, James, a Maſter Carpenter, to the bad. ſtate of 


7 to 61. 


Robinſon, to deficiency of linen, and other gtiev- 


ances, xiii. 

Roſe, Mary, ſwears to ſundry grievances, xv. 

, mulcted for huzzaing at the Houſe 
of Lords, xv.— 60. i 


Rule of the Court of King's Bench ſerved on Captain 


Baillie, to — cauſe, &c. &c. xvii, 
8. 
Saward, John, Butler of the Hoſpital, bis evidence, | 


46. 

Seamen compared to madmen by a noble Lard, 1 18. 

Secretary, recomtſſended by the General Court, and 
appointed by the Admiralty, 177. 

Shepherd, Rev. Doctor, his evidence, 137. 

Sheets, ſhort of the Hoſpital ſtandard, 62—168. 

Shirts, diteo, 62—168. 

Short-hand writer not allowed to take notes for 
Captain Baillie, 95. 

Sibthorpe, Mr. Solicitor, concerning the Charter, 

13z3z to 16, 

Smith, Lieutenant, his evidence, 35—69. 

His evidence a libel, 88. 

Smith, Boatſwain, ſwears he was turned out of his 
office for a ſuppoſed offence to Mr. Ibbetſon 
whilſt languiſhing in the Infirmary with fickneſs; : 
and that his wife ſoon after expired at the gate | 
of the Hoſpital, xiv. 

„Turned out for huzzaing the Lords. 59. 

— meaſure of the Hoſpital linen, 69. 

Stephens, Philip, Eſq. Secretary to the Admiralty, | 
concerning any ſpecific charge againſt Captain 
Baillie, &c. 130. 

Stockings, bad, xiv—xvii.—47=—51-—92=-169. 

Steward, appointed by the General Court, 178. 

Stubbs, Mr. his evidence, 20. 

Surveys on the beer, 25 | 


T. 


Taylor, Mr. Surgeon, his evidence, 164. 

Toy and Willet, hoſiers, concerning ſtockings, xvii. 

Turner, Mr. Mayor of Huntingdon, an attorney, 
appointed Steward of the Derwentwater eſtate. 
inſtead of an Admiral's Secretary or Purſer, 25. 


Th 
Veal, quality of, for the fick, "_ 3: 
W. 
Wallace, James, Eſq. Solicitor General, ſpeech of, 


xxx to xxxiv. 
Willfon, concerning the Charity Boys, xv. 


the Infirmary, xiv. g 


Women's cloaths, bad, 100— 168. 


1 


Page 36 line 33, inſtead of but you ſay they did not, read but what did you Jay? 2 


Page 35, line 18, inſtead of then, read bat. 


Duke of Richmond's s ſpeech, page 169, line 26, inftead of 45 and 46, read 145 and 146. 
Page xxx, line 24, inſtead of that is high time, Sc. read rhar it 5s high time, Oc. 

» line 10, read the Italian words firft, and the tranſlation 
„ in note marked with “, inſtead of Governor read government, and after excepted read in the perſon 3 


Page 11 
Page 14 


Governor Boys. 


Page 107, note marked with “, inſtead of Report was figned, e. read it was figned, &c. 


Page 29, line 24, inſtead of promiſed read premiſed. 


Page 122, note marked “, inſtead of draws and arranged read arranged for the preſs, Cc. | 
Page 158 (in ſome of the impreſſions), line 16 from the bottom, read Ch adi inſtead of Mapleſarn. . 
Page 165, line 37, inſtead of Lieutenant, read Lieutenancys | oh 


N. B. Two ſhort letters in pages ii. and iv. are reprinted in the proceedings of the Houſe of Lords ; being there read 


as evidence, they could not, with propriety, be omitted. 
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terwards. 
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PROCEEDINGS 


ty TRE 1 


COURT OF KING'S BENCH, | 


On a Rur E granted by the Cour, to ſhew Cauſe why an INFORMATION or Ix- 
FORMATIONS ſhould not be exhibited againſt CAPTAIN BAILLIE, FEIEUTRENANT 
Governor of GREEN WIH HoseiTaL, for printing and publiſhing a Book, in- 
titled the CasE and MEMORIAL of the Royac HoseitaL for SR AMEN at 
GREENWICH, addreſſed to the GoveERNoRs and COMMISSIONERS thereof, with 

a ſhort AccounrT of the Manner in which it was diſtributed, the PxockE D- 
INGs of the GENERAL CourT and CoMMITTEE of ENQUIRY, in Conſequence 


of the ſaid Cast and MEMORIAL. 


- HE Lieutenant Governor having prepared the 


Caſe and Memorial, laid a copy of them, 
March the 7th, 1778, before Lord Sandwich, accom- 
panied by a letter (No. 1,) in which he earneſtly re- 
queſted his Lordſhip to look into the affairs of 
Greenwich Hoſpital ; and hoped that the facts ſtated 
in the caſe, would ſtimulate him to redreſs the grie- 
vances of the penſioners ; which could only be done 
by reftraining the ill behavior and incroachment of 
the combination of landmen, who had overturned 
and deſtroyed the proper government of the Houſe. 


'That though the Lieutenant Governor was deter- 


mined no longer to ſee with patience the men cheat- 
ed, and himſelf inſulted, by prieſts, clerks, and con- 
\ tractors; yet at the ſame time, he anxiouſly wiſhed 
to avoid every appearance of diſturbing government, 
by apply ing to Parliament at this critical period; that 
his only wiſh was to make an application to the body of 
the Court of Commiſſioners and Governors, who were 
bound in duty to hear, and redreſs all the grievances 
complained of ; and lamented, that the grievances 
ſhould be ſuch, as to force him to make any appeal. 


After waiting nine days, in expectation of ſome _ 


anſwer, the Lieutenant Governor went to the houſe 
of Lord Sandwich at the Admiralty, on March the 
15th, 1778, where he ſaw his Lordſhip, in the pre- 
ſence of Sir Hugh Palliſer, and the. Secretary of the 
Admualty, fitting at a table with pens and ink be- 
fore them. His Lordſhip addreſſing the Lieutenant 


Governor, ſaid, © I have received, Sir, a very par- 
ce ticular letter from you.” (ſee No. 1.) To which. 
he anſwered, “It was, my Lord, on a very particular 


2, 


*« occaſion.” The Lieutenant Governor, then per- 
ceiving that an examination was intended, roſe = 
lis ſeat, and aſked his Lordſhip, if he had any com- 
mands—To which he anſwered, None at all, Sir. The 
Licutenant Governor then withdrew, 

The next day, March the 16th, it appeared that 
his Lordthip's chaplain, Mr. Cooke, had ſeen the 
Printed caſe ſeveral days before, and had mentioned 
it in many companies, particularly in the Hoſpital, 
which otherwiſe might h-;'e remained a ſecret to this 


day, in caſe his Lordſhip had paid any attention 
thereto. | 


L 


The Lieutenant Governor then, and not till then, 
carried copies of the ſaid caſe and memorial to ſeveral 
of the Governors and Commiſſioners, particularly to 
Lord North, the Lord Preſident of the Council, the 
three Secretaries of State, to four of the Admirals, 
and ſeveral other perſons of diſtinction, all Gover- 
nors of the Hoſpital. | 

On Tueſday, the 17th day of March, an extraor- 
dinary Board of Directors was held in London, at 
the deſire of Mr. Cuſt, a Director, at which ten or 
twelve Members, Governor, and the Lieutenant Go- 


vernor attended. Mr. Cuſt then produced the printed -- - 


caſe, againſt which he exclaimed with great vehe- 


mence; and, after reading ſeveral paſſages, the Board 


came to a reſolution to write a letter of complaint to 
the Board of Admiralty againſt the Lieutenant Go- 
vernor. | | 

The Lieutenant Governor requeſted a copy of 
this letter of complaint, which was refuſed; and alſo 
refuſed at a ſubſequent meeting of the Directors the 


next day, when they confirmed the reſolution of the 


preceding Board. | 
The Lieutenant Governor, on the 26th of March, 
incloſed a copy of the Caſe and Memorial (No. 2.) 
ro the Secretary of the Admiralty, deſiring him, in 
his letter (ſee No. 3.) to lay the ſame before the 
Board of Admiralty officially, as appears by Mr. 
Stephens's anſwer, (No. 4.) and requeſting, that the 
Lords of the Admiralty would ſummon a General 
Court, according to the true intent and meaning of 
the Charter : and hoping, that to make ſuch a Court 
efficient, it would be advertiſed three times in the 
Gazette. And, that as the Directors had complained, 
that they could not proceed in their duty, till en- 
quiry was made into the charges, which, they ſaid, 
were ſalſe, he (the Lieutenant Governor) was an- 
xiouſly deſirous, that the ſaid enquiry might take 
place before a full and fair tribunal, in order that 
juſtice might be done, and the grievances of the 
penſioners redreſſed. c | 
An extraordinary Court of Commiſſioners and 
Governors was in a few days afterwards ſummoned 
to attend on the 14th of April, 1778. Bur no 
more than the uſual number of ſummonſes were 
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iſſued; that is, to a ſmall part of thoſe, whom the 
Charter names as Governors and Commiſſioners, and 
there was no public notice given in the Gazette. 
When this extraordinary Court of Commiſſioners 
met, it conſiſted of no more than the Members 
who uſually attend, that is, the Lords of the Ad- 


miralty, attended by their Secretary, ten or twelve of 


the Directors, and there was alſo two or three of 
the Commiſſioners of the Navy. LOS, 

The Lieutenant Governor, after receiving notice 
of the meeting, applied to ſeveral Members of the 
General Court of Commiſſioners to attend, who pro- 
miſed, if they were ſummoned, or if there was pu- 
blic notice given, they would attend, otherwiſe they- 
could not, and none of thoſe perſons appeared at the 
Board. | 

Earl of Sandwich opened the Court, by ſay ing, 


© That the Board had received the printed Caſe of 


« Greenwich Hoſpital, from Capt. Baillie, the Lieu- 
ce tenant Governor, with a letter from him (No. 3.) 
& as already mentioned, which he ordered to be 
© read.” Mr. Cuſt then produced a memorandum 


book, and ſaid, that it would ſave his Lordſhip trou- 


ble, if he would refer to paſſages in the printed Caſe, 
which he would point out concerning the conduct 


of the Board of Directors. Theſe paſſages were 


read accordingly. Mr. Cuſt then moved, that a 
Committee be appointed to take the ſaid paſſages 


into further conſideration, and the motion having 


been approved of, Lord Sandwich aſked the Lieute- 


nant Governor, if he would name the Members of 


this Committee, to which he rephed, © That as 
this General Court was not “ compoſed of the 
c great and noble perſonages, whom he had re- 
te queſted might be ſummoned, to make it effi- 
& cient for the occaſion. He declined naming any 
« of the Members, as he could not approve of 
« ſuch a4 mode of enquiry; it being contrary to 
tte every appearance of fairneſs and candour, and to 
< every rule of public buſineſs, in like caſes, to _ 
& point perſons who were accuſed, Members of a 


„Court of Enquiry, by which they were conſtituted 


« judges in their own Caſe.” _ _ . | 

His Lordſhip then called for the lift of Directors, 
named eight of them; and then aſked, if the Lieu 
tenant Governor would object to any of them to 


which he anſwered, „That he objected to the entire 


« mode of enquiry as unfair and uncandid.“ Mr. 


Fonnereau then excuſed himſelf on account of his 


age, and others attempted to do the ſame; Lord 
Sandwich ſaid he would make it eaſy to them, as 
three ſhould be a quorum, the remaining ſeven were 
then underſtood to be appointed. | 

An order was then made, that they ſhould enquire 


at ſuch times and places, as they thought proper to 


inveſtigate the grounds of the ſeveral complaints 
which were ſtated in the printed Cafe and Memorial. 

Lord Sandwich then ſaid, that he would pay par- 
ticular attention to their report, even if it was to the 
removal of any officer, alluding, as it was ſuppoſed, 
to the Lieutenant Governor, who requeſted copies 
of the abovementioned letters of complaint, and 
of the proceedings and reſolution of the General 
Court, but he was refuſed them. ; 

The Lieut. Governor then begged leave to repre- 
ſent to the Court, that the letter of complaint, which 
had been read againft him from ſeveral officers of 
the Houſe, were recriminations, and procured by the 
moſt indirect means, through the ſolicitation and in- 
fluence of Mr. Cooke, his Lordſhip's chaplain, who 
went about the Hoſpital canvaſſing for names, as if 
he had been at an election That notwithſtanding 
this manceuvre, the majority of the naval officers 
(who are known to be men of character and friends 
of ſeamen) objected to ſuch proceedings, and re- 
fuſed to ſign, declaring that they did not feel them- 
ſelves aggrieved by the paſſages in the printed Caſe, 
which Mr. Chaplain Cooke, and Steward Godby, had 
thought proper to point out to them at a meeting of 
the Council of the Houſe. The Lieutenant Go- 
| I 


uneaſy in your ſituatiom nor can I gueſs what ſort of 


ſuit, after your retirement, upon the noble founda- 


of the General Court, and their reſolutions there- 


General Court, which were all refuſed. He after- 


vernor then produced the following letter from Lord 
Sandwic hwhich he deſired might be read, and which 
was read accordingly. N 


* 
. 
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8S8I R, . Admiralty-Office, O#. 4, 1772. 
I was favoured with yours ſome days ago, and think 
your activity, to bring the perpetrators of the late 
abuſes to juſtice, highly laudable, and I ſhouldimagine 
you muſt feel much ſelf-ſatisfaftion, as I am ſatisfied 
you have done yourſelf real credit; this, however 
makes me much at aloſs to underſtand, why you are 


retreat you have in view, as nothing occurs to me in 
this department, that can be an object of your pur- 


tion where you now are ſettled. 
Il am, with great regard; 
Your moſt obedient and 
moſt humble ſervant; 
SANDWICH, 


Captain Baillie, 
Greenwich -Heſpital, 


The Lieutenant Governor then temarked to the 
Court, that a letter, marked in ſuch ſtrong terms of 
approbation to him, from the firſt Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, had quickened his zeal in the ſervice of the 
penſioners, that the perpetrators of the abuſes there- 
in alluded to, was only the contracting butcher's 
fervant, who had received ſentence of tranſportation 
for ſeven years, for having made a practice of ſteal- 
ing large quantities of the penſioners” beef, that he 
hoped it would not now be deemed a crime to bring 
the principal delinquents to juſtice. 85 

Lord Sandwich then reproached the Lieutenant 
Governor with ingratitude, and ſaid, that his opinion 
of men altered with their conduct to which the 
Lieutenant Governor replied, that he had always 
acted as much for his Lordſhip's honour as his own, 
that he had made repeated complaints before, which 
had not been attended to; that he could no longer 
diveſt himſelf of his humanity to the penſioners; 
and, declared in the moſt ſolemn manner, that he 
had no other view in preſenting the Caſe and Me- 
morial, than the hope of bringing about a general 
reformation in the affairs of the Hoſpital; and that 
if his Lordſhip had ſhewn the leaſt attention to it, 
it probably had remained a ſecret for ever. The 
Court then adjourned. | 

The Court being adjourned, a meeting of 'the Di- 
rectors was held the next day at Salter's Hall, on 
Wedneſday the 1 5th of April, where the proceedings 


upon, were read, when the Lieutanant Governor again 
requeſted copies of the ſeveral complaints againſt 
him, and of the proceedings and reſolutions of the 


wards wrote a letter (ſee No. 4.) to Mr. Ibbetſon, the 
Secretary to the Directors, requeſting the above-men- 
tioned copies, to which he gave no anſwer in writing, 
but verbally refuſed them at a ſubſequent meeting 
of the Committee. | | 

The Committee of Enquiry accordingly met at 
the Hoſpital, on Saturday, April. 18, 1778, when 
four of the ſeven Directors, named at the Admiralty, 
were preſent, vis. | 

Mr. Cvsr, Chairman. 
Mr. Wers, 
Mr. Savary, 
was Mr. REeynoups, | 

Sir Merrick Burrell, Mr, Barker, and Mr. James, 
not appearing. There were alſo in the room Mr. 
Steuart, who is ſurveyor, and a Director of the Ho- 
ſpital. Mr. Ibbetſon, the Secretary, Mr. Cooke, his 
clerk, who acted as clerk of the meeting, Mr. Eve- 
riſt, the ſolicitor of the Hoſpital, and a Mr. Mor- 
gan, who appeared as council. . 

After the meeting had been held ſome time, the 
Lieutenant Governor was deſired to walk in: with 
this he complied, though he had been adviſed not to 

| give 
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give any ſanction to this extraordinary and unpre- 


cedented Court of Enquiry yet he was willing to 


give even to this meeting every ſatisfaction in his 


power, concerning the truth of the ſeveral charges 


contained in his printed Caſe, and to ſtate any facts 
with which they might yet be unacquainted. On 


finding a Council preſent (of which no notice had 


been given to him) the Lieutenat Governor defired 
that a friend of his, who was then at his houſe, 
might be introduced, which was complied wit. 

Before the Committee proceeded to buſineſs, the 
Lieutenant Governor delivered to their clerk (Mr. 
Ibberſon's clerk) a letter, or written declaration, 


(No. 5.) in which, after repeating his objections, and 


roteſtin inft the meeting, as improper and in- 
2 qr buſineſs they had undertaken ; and 
cautioning them to proceed with care, as the matter 
would probably excite the attention of the public— 
perhaps of Parliament ; he proceeded to enumerate 
the ſeveral principal charges in the Memorial, and 
- deſiring that they might be enquired into in that 
order, and the Caſe read from the beginning. This 
the Chairman peremptorily refuſed, and ſaid in a 
very warm manner, that the Committe would pro- 
ceed in what manner they thought proper. 
The Caſe was then opened at page 9, and the fol- 
lowing paragraph read: Among the Directors of 
ce this claſs, are the Receiver, the Accomptant, and 
ee the Comptroller of the Sixpenny office, and the 
ce Surveyor of the Hoſpital ; who, inſtead of ſitting 
. © as Members of the Board, and forming a majority 
©. tg examine their own accounts, ought to be called 
te jn and examined, as ſervants to the Hoſpital, and 
te leave the deliberations on the matter to perſons 
<« leſs. intereſted in the iſſue.” The following note 
was alſo read, viz. © The Architect of the new In- 
ce firmary, who, inſtead of conſtructing it, as origi- 
< nally intended, principally for the ſick and help- 
<« Jeſs penſioners, built it rather as a palace for officers, 
<« than an infirmary for ſick; the natural conſequence 
cc of which is, that there is not room ſufficient for 
the helpleſs men; all of whom were intended to 
te be there placed, under the immediate care and in- 
« ſpection of the phyſician, ſurgeon, &c.“ Theſe, 
Mr. Morgan affirmed, contained a charge againſt the 
Surveyor, in the line of his profeſſion, ſufficient to 
found an action, and intimated, that he had been re- 
tained for this, and ſeveral other actions, which would 
be immediately commenced in the King's Bench. 
On the charge, that the the Receiver, Accomp- 
ec tant, and Comptroller: of the Sixpenny office“ 
and alſo that the © Surveyor acted at the Board of 
te Directors as checks upon themſelves, and examined 
« and comptrolled their own accompts,” it was ac- 
knowledged that they were generally preſent z. but 
that the accompts were examined and ſigned by other 
Members of the Board of Directors; to prove which 
ſeveral books of accompts were produced, ſigned 
with the initials of two Members' names. The 


Lieutenant Governor ſaid, That he knew very well 


« that they never ſigned their own accounts, the 
« impropriety would have been too glaring.” The 


charge was, that they were Members of the Board, 


at which their accounts were ſeverally examined, 
where they examined and checked each others ac- 
compts, and voted in any queſtion which aroſe direct- 
ly, or indirectly concerning them, that ſuch exami- 
nation was always confined to two Members, who 
were generally the managing Directors. | 
Mr. Ibbetſon ſaid, © That the Auditor was the 
te proper officer to examine the accompts, and that 
« their being ſigned at the Board, was conſidered as 
« a mere matter of form.“ 
Their council, Mr. Morgan, then ſaid, that th 
charge in the note, of deviating in building the In- 
Krmary, from the original idea of ſuch a building, 


plying to him at his houſe, and if they had, he has two parlours befides this conſulting room. He has 
rders or lodgers in his houſe, an incontrovertible proof that his houſe is too large for the neceſſities of his family. 


C in 


by appropriating too large a part of it to other uſes, 


than for the reception of ſick and helpleſs pen- 


ſioners, was a charge againſt the Surveyor, of acting 
without, or contraiy to, his orders The Lieutenant 
Governor ſaid, © he had never ſuppoſed that the Sur- 
« yeyor in ſuch deviation, had not received orders 
« from the Directors, and he ſuppoſed the Infirmary 
« had been finally approved of by that Board; that 
« ſuch approbation might be a proper juſtification 
© of the Surveyor's conduct ; but that the Direc- 
e tors had ated improperly in giving ſuch orders, 
ce jn permitting the Infirmary to be built and finiſh- 
© ed in ſuch a manner. 

The Lieutenant Governor then deſired that the 
phyſician and ſurgeon of the Hoſpital might be called 
in, to prove that there was not room to receive the 
ſeveral helpleſs men, and alfo on the defective ſtate 
of the wood-work in their apartments. This was po- 
ſitively and repeatedly refuſed. But, at the deſire of 
Mr. Morgan the counſel, Mr. Mylne, the clerk of 
the works, a complainant againſt Captain Baillie, was 
called in, who produced the ſeveral plans, elevations 


and ſections by which the Infirmary had been built; 


and faid, That the Infirmary,.as it then ſtood, was 
« perfectly agreeable to the ſaid plans.” On being 
aſked if, in his opinion there was any foundation for 
the charge, that too large a part of the building had 
been appropriated to the apartments of the ſeveral 
officers and ſervants of the eſtabliſhment ? he re- 
plied, © Not the leaſt foundation for ſuch a charge.” 
On being further preſſed, he acknowledged, © that the 
«© Matron had a room, in which ſhe tranſacted the bu- 
ce ſineſs of the Infirmary, which was diſtinct from the 
te ſuite of apartments in which ſhe lived, and which 
« did not appear in any of the ſaid plans to be a 
spart of or belonging to the ſaid apartments. That 


* the Phyſician a conſulting room,“ none of which 
were deſcribed in the plans; in conſequence of 
« which, inſtead of the center of two of the qua- 
« drangles, as appeared in the plan they were in 
« poſſeſſion of nearly half of the whole building.” 
On Mr. Mylne's being aſked concerning another pa- 
ragraph, in which the wood work is charged to be in 
a defective ſtate, he ſaid © that there was not the leaſt 


foundation for the charge; but that the infirmary 


ce had been finiſhed in a hurry, and that ſome part of 
ce 1t had not been properly painted; that the whole 
now wanted repair, as the pannels of the wainſcot 
ce were ſhrunk, and muſt be eked or pieced out in 
ee many places. This, he ſaid, was nothing more 
than what was wanted in every gentleman's houſe 


at the end of ten or twelve years.” Being aſked 


if this ekeing out was neceſſary, where good and pro- 
per ſeaſoned wood had been uſed ? he anſwered, © Ic 
« was always neceſſary.” Mr. Mylne further ſaid, 
ce thatnear the ſinks great damage had been done by 
e the ſervants twirling mops, which had wetted the 
ce floor, the walls, ard ſome of the timbers, which were 


ein a decayed ſtate.” On its being obſerved, that this 


was a ſevere charge againſt whoever had permitted 
it, but no anſwer was returned. | 

The Lieutenant Governor then aſked the Clerk of 
the Works whether letters of complaint had not been 
received by the Directors concerning the defective 
ſtate of the inſide of the Infirmary, from the ſeveral 
officers thereof? He acknowledged that ſuch letters 
had been referred to him, from the Board, and that 
he had ſome of them in his pocket. The Lieutenant 
Governor deſired they might be read; to this Mr. 
Morgan objected, declaring that he would not /#ffer 
his client to read evidence againſt himſelf, Mr. Mor- 
gan was then aſked who were his clients; and if he 
conſidered this as a court of law ? to which no anſwer 
was returned, and Mr. Mylne withdrew, The Lieu- 
tenant Governor then propoſed to the Committee, 


. * The Phyfician viſits the patients in the Infirmary but once a week (ſeldom oftener) ; there are very few inſtances of Penſioners ap- 
0 


r ſeveral years had two of three 


that 


the Surgeon had a ſurgery, the Diſpenſar a ſhop, 


ad 
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that they ſhould viſit and inſpect the infirmary them- 
ſelves, which they-peremptorily refuſed to do. 5 

Theſe ſpecimens of the conduct of the Committee, 
on the the two firſt articles of theenquiry, itispreſumed, 
are ſufficient to point out the manner in which the whole 
was conducted. The Lieutenant Governor conceiv- 
ing ſuch proceedings to be unwarrantable, introduced 
a ſhort- hand writer, to take notes; but he was imme 
diately turned out of the room, whilſt ſeveral on the 
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other ſide of the queſtion were taking notes; and as 
ſoon as they had collected what they thought ſuffi- 
cient materials to found an action in the King's Bench 
againſt the Lieutenant Governor, the enquiry finiſhed © 
abruptly, and with leſs candour than it begun. For 


the future proceedings of this unprecedented Court 
of Enquiry, the reader is referred to their own evi- 
dence in the Houſe of Lords, viz. Mr. Cuſt, Mr. Bar- 
ker, Sir William James, &c. | | 
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Corres of the LE TT ERS referred to in the preceding Sheet---MEMORIA T to the 
GENERAL CouRT---LETTERS to the ADMIRALTY, and nor of Ex- 


QUIRY---ABSTRACTS of ApFIDaviTs filed in the Court of KinG's . 
The SPEECHES of the CounsEL, and the JupeuENT of the Cour on the fix 
different PRosECUTIONs for a LIBEL, 


No. 1.) 


To the Right Honourable the Earl of Sandwich, | 
addreſſed on his Majeſty's Service, | 


As. your Lordſhip has hitherto been diſpoſed to 
hear only one ſide of the affairs of Greenwich Hoſpi- 


tal, I take the liberty to incloſe for your Lordſhip's 


conſideration, a ſtate of facts which I truſt will ſtimu- 


late your Lordſhip to redreſs the grievances therein 


complained of, and thereby reſtore me to my proper 
command in the Hoſpital, of which I have been de- 
prived by a combination of landmen, who, if they had 
any right to a footing in the Hoſpital, can have no 
pretence to pervert and depoſe the lawful govern- 


ment thereof. | 


I have the honour to acquaint your Lordſhip, that 
J will not fit down contented to ſee the men cheated 
and myſelf inſulted by prieſts, clerks or contractors. 
I think it, however, my duty to forewarn your Lord- 
ſhip, that if you are any longer deaf to reaſonable 


complaints, I ſhall put this effort for redreſs into exe- 
cution, which I ſhould_have deferred for a more ſea- 


ſonable opportunity, but the recent overbearing con- 
duct of the faction, ſo frequently alluded to in the 
incloſed caſe, has compelled me to ſtruggle for im- 
mediate redreſs. 1 

I would not have your Lordſhip underſtand that 
I mean to diſturb government at this critical time, 


by applying to Parliament. I ſcorn the imputation 


of making any other-appeal than to the body of the 
Commiſſioners and Governors of the Hoſpital, whoſe 
bounden duty it 1s to hear and redreſs the grievances 


_ complained of; and I moſt ſincerely lament that an 


eſtabliſhment ſo truly popular and great, ſhould be 
fo far perverted as to force me to make any appeal. 


I am, Y 
My Lord, 
your Lordſhip's 
| moſt obedient and 
3 moſt humble ſervant 
Royal Hoſpital, Greenwich, = 
March 7, 1778. | RES, 
THO. BAILLIE. 
[ No. 2.] | 


To the Commiſſioners and Governors of the Royal Ho- 
ſpital for Seamen at Greenwich, | 


The Memorial of Captain Thomas Baillie, Lieute- 


tenant Governor of the ſaid Hoſpital, in behalf of 


diſabled Seamen, their Widows and Children, 
Humbly ſheweth, 


IHA through the various abuſes ſet forth in the 
Caſe prefixed,* the Britiſh Navy has been deprived 


every expoſtulation or complaint, 
ble 1n itſelf, or regularly urged. 


with other authentic DocUMENTS. 


of the full benefit of this wiſe and mice ela- 


„ 


gratitude of the Public, had beſtowed. 


bliſhment, which the generoſity of Princes, and the 


That Landmen have been introduced into the Ho- 
ſpital, contrary to the Charter and to the ſpirit of the 
inſtitution z and that ſome of the principal Wards have 


been torn down, and converted, at a great expence, 


into grand apartments for Officers, Clerks, Deputies, 
and Servants, who are not Seamen. er Oo 
That feveral Thouſand Pounds are annually. ex- 


pended in repairs and alterations, under the pretext 
of finiſhing or carrying on the building, though it is 


already ſufficiently grand, roomy, and convenient. 

That the ſettled and ample revenues of the Hoſpi- 
tal being waſted by this and other improper means, 
the preſent Managers, ſheltering themſelves. under 
the popular character of the poor defenceleſs men 
under their care, make frequent application to Par- 
liament for the public money, which they ſquander in 


a manner that has no tendency to promote the wel- 


fare of the Penſioners or of the ſea-ſervicſ. 


That the Penſioners are fed with bull-beef, and 


ſour ſmall beer mixed with water. e 
That the contracting Butcher, after having been 


convicted in a public court of juſtice (the King's 


Bench) of various fraudulent breaches of his contract, 
was, on a ſecond proſecution, ſuffered to compound 
the penalties, and renew the contract: and that ma- 
ny evident and injurious abuſes in the ſupply of other 


neceſſaries are daily ſuffered without any due enquiry. 


That, under pretence of raiſing a charity ſtock for 


the boys in the Hoſpital, che Penſioners are deprived 


of at leaſt Two Thouſand Five Hundred Pounds per 
annum out of their frugal allowance of proviſions, &c. 
ſettled at the firſt eſtabliſhment, and are compelled to 
accept of a part of the value in money; which cauſes 
frequent drunkenneſs, irregularity and diſobedience. 


That theſe enormous abuſes are the effects of the 
total ſubverſion which the due government of the 


Hoſpital has undergone, ariſing from the inattention 
of the great and reſpectable characters who were ap- 
pos its perpetual Guardians: and that the Acting 


irectors, being in general concerned in the receipt 


and expenditure of the revenues, are therefore impro- 
perly intruſted with the care of controuling the ac- 


counts, and of directing the affairs of the Hoſpital 
yet that theſe men have, by ſucceſſive encroachments, - 


extended the proper powers of the Board of Directors, 


and taken. upon them a great pn of the government 


of the houſe, in the exerciſe of which they are deaf to 


however reaſona- 


That a faction, under the title of the Civil Intereſt, 
is maintained in the Hoſpital, which conſiſts of ſuch 
Officers, Under Officers, Deputies, Clerks, and Ser- 
vants, as are not ſeafaring men, and who are there- 


fore illegally appointed; which Faction has kept the 


* The Caſe ſaid to be here prefixed is omitted, becauſe it might create freſh diſputes, is very long, and the greater part recapitulated 


in the King's Bench and Houte of Lords. 
„ 5 . : | ; 4 
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K IN G'S 


Hoſpital in a ſtate of confuſion and diſorder for ſeve- 
ral years : and there is no pretence of right or ne- 
cefſity, for their continuing in offices to which Sea- 
men alone have any.claim, there being many brave 
men fully qualified to execute the buſineſs of theſe 
offices, who, after having fought the battles of their 
country, are now in a ſtate of poverty and want. 
That, independent of the obvious reflections ſug- 
geſted by juſtice and humanity on this oecaſion, the 
manner in which the Penſioners are A apt in 
Greenwich Hoſpital is a material ſubject of political 
conſideration; particularly at this intereſting period, 
when the endeavours to obtain volunteers for the na- 
vy are unſucceſsful. Were a reſidence in the Ho- 
ſpital conſidered by ſeamen in general as a deſirable 
object, it would have an evident tendency to leſſen 
their reluctance for his Majeſty's ſervice, as the loſs 
of temporary advantages, or the dread of approach- 
ing hardſhips, can only be balanced by the hope of 
ſpending a comfortable old age. Now, the Hoſpi- 
tal is ſo far from anſwering this valuable purpoſe at 
preſent, that it is mentioned among ſeamen with diſ- 
guſt and diſſatisfact ion. | 

Till ſome effectual means are taken to remove this 
opinion, the material object of the foundation is en- 
tirely ſubverted, and the Hoſpital become a uſeleſs 
and expenſive burden to the nation. This can only 
be done by an entire change in the management, and 
by faithfully and honeſtly expending the ample re- 
venues in the due maintenance of ſeamen only. The 
news of ſuch a general reform in the affairs of Green- 
wich Hoſpital would be received in the Navy with 
joy and gratitude. | 

The Lieutenant Governor thinks it neceſſary to 
repreſent, that in this application to the ſeveral Mem- 


bers of the Court of Commiſſioners and Governors, 


he has no intereſts for, which he can hope or fear on 
his own account : he was placed in the Hoſpital by 
Lord Anſon, after a life of active ſervice, with a view, 


as he preſumes, that he might paſs his remaining 


days in peace and retirement; but the ſixteen years 
which he has ſpent in the Hoſpital have been the moſt 


painful, harraſſing, and diſagreeable of his whole 


life, as he has, during the greateſt part of this term, 
been inevitably engaged in diſputes and litigation 
with jobbers, agents, and contractors, and in oppoſing 
the Civil Iutereſt of this Naval Hoſpital, with whom 
he never had any other point to carry, than that the 
Penſioners ſhould be peaceably and comfortably 


maintained, agreeably to the intention of the foun- 


ders, and to the eſtabliſhment of the Hoſpital. 

That the conteſt, ſo far as he is concerned in it, 
muſt, in the courſe of nature, be now nearly finiſhed ; 
bur it appears to him an indiſpenſable duty, to ſtate 
the leading circumſtances of the atrocious facts which 
have been committed during his reſidence in the Ho- 
ſpital, to thoſe who are in poſſeſſion of the legal 
powers negeſſary for the ſpeedy removal of the ſeve- 
ral cauſes of complaint herein recited, in order that 
the ineffectual ſtruggle which he has hitherto main- 


tained may not be urged as an example to deter his 


ſucceſſors from the performance of their duty. The 
threat of this appeal, though on many occaſions it 
had produced falutary effects, has however lately been 
diſregarded, from an opinion that it would never be 


made. It therefore became neceſſary that it ſhould 


be actually made; and, though ſome parts of the 
prefixed Caſe, may ſeem rather tedious in the recital, 
yet the whole is confined to real inſtances of fraud, 


colluſion, and incapacity, all of which can be proved 


by the cleareſt and moſt indiſputable evidence. 

The Lieutenant Governor takes the liberty to urge, 
in the moſt earneſt manner, his anxious hope, that 
theſe complaints may excite a neeeſſary degree of 
attention in the ſeveral Great and Noble Ph Htancs 
to whom they are now addreſſed; that a Full Court 
of Commiſſioners and Governors may be held, by 
whom theſe ſeveral charges may be heard and ex- 
amned, the preſent evils redrefſed, and effectual 
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means deviſed for reſtoring the Hoſpital to the Navy, 
and for the proper maintenance of ſeamen therein. 
When have the intereſts of Britain been deſerted, or 
her defence neglected, by her Navy It cannot be 
ſuppoſed, that a complaint of this magnitude, and 
importance to Seamen worn out and diſabled in the 
ſervice, can in this country be urged in vain. 
Amongſt the leading meaſures to be adopted for 
the re-eftabliſhment of the Hoſpital, it will be ne- 


ceſſary, 


That the Sixpenny Receiver from Seamen's wages, 
the Accomptant and Comptroller of the Sixpenny 
office, the ſeveral Prize- Agents, Surveyor, and Chap- 
lain, be removed from the direction; and a rule 
made, that their ſucceſffors be never in future ap- 
pointed Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital,  _ 
That perſons of reſpectable and independent cha- 
racters be appointed in their room, under ſuch regu- 
lations as may be judged fufficient to induce and 
oblige them to attend the important objects of their 
duty ; and they be made reſponſible for the due ex- 
ecution of the truſt. With reſpect to the preſent 
direction, the old proverb, that every body's buſi- 
neſs is nobody's, ſeems to be truly verified. 
Thar, inſtead of the great number of Governors, 


and the twenty-four Directors, if five Commiſſioners 


only were appointed, at 5oc#. per annum each, for the 
ſole care of receiving, and faithfully and frugally ex- 
pending, the ample revenues of the Hoſpital, the 
poor men might be nobly provided with every ne- 
ceſſary article of life, and more than the falary of 
ſuch Commiſſioners ſaved out of unneceſſary works, 
repairs, and alterations, in which caſe the Hoſpital 
would probably in a few years be reſtored to 1ts pro- 
per degree of eſtimation and uſedmQ. 
That, if the preſent unwieldy body of Governors 

Commiſſioners, and Directors, ſhould not be reduced 
to five Commiſſioners, two of the Captains be re- 


ſtored to the direction, of which their predeceſſors 


were deprived for being ſtrenuous in the noble cauſe 
of proteCting the ſeamen under their care. 

That the internal government of the whole Houſe 
be reſtored to the Governor and Council: that this 
Council do conſiſt of the Deputy Governor, the four 
Captains, and only four, inſtead of the eight Lieu- 
tenants: and that the Secretary, Steward, and Chap- 
lains, be removed therefrom, to prevent the forming 
of parties to embarraſs and out-vote the principal 
officers of the Houſe, whenever they think proper to 
appear in Council, thereby diſturbing the peace and 
good government of the Hoſpital, for which the 
ſuperior, and not the inferior officers, are reſponſible. 

That the two Chaplains, the Secretary, Steward, 
and Auditor, with ſeveral Under-Officers, Deputies, 
and Servants, who have not been ſea-faring men, and 
whoſe appointments. are therefore illegal, be diſ- 
charged the Hoſpital ; and that Navy Chanlains, and 
other Warrant Officers, &c. be appointed in their 
room. by 

That two of the three Matrons, not being the wi- 
dows of Sea-officers, be removed from the Hoſpital, 
and proper objects appointed in their ſtead, as there 
are now the widows of twenty-four officers of dif- 
ferent ranks ſerving in the mean capacity of common 
nurſes under theſe Matrons. . 

That Greenwich Hoſpital be, far the future, pre- 
ſerved, inviolably and excluſively, for the Navy, as 
an Aſylum for diſabled Seamen, their widows, and 
children; and that, for their better fecurity, the 
Charter (in which ſeveral eſſential words, and even 
clauſes of the old Commiſſions are omitted) be ſur- 
rendered to his Majeſty, and an humble petition pre- 


ſented for a new one, more confonant to the old Com- 


miĩſſions. | ; 

That the Apartments of the ſeveral Officers who 
have no concern with the internal buſinefs or govern- 
ment of the Houſe be reſtored to the Hofpital, they 
having no buſineſs but with the Court of Directors, 
of which the principal meetings are held in * 

; at 


vi e 
That the Royal Sovereign Ward, in King William's c 


building, now poſſeſſed by the Secretary's Clerk, be 


reſtored to the Penſioners. 


That the Office of Clerk of the Works, being an 
uſeleſs Office, be aboliſhed, as there can be no pu 
of neceſſity for ſuch an officer, whilſt there is a Sur- 
veyor, ws { no new buildings carried on: that the 
preſent Clerk of the Works be obliged to ſurrender 
to the wards the ſuite of apartments he poſſeſſes, and 
to reſtore the poſts and rails, which out of mere ca- 
moon were lately deſtroyed, though erected, at a con- 
iderable expence, round all the outer walls of the 
Hoſpital, for the ſafety, eaſe, and comfort of the 
blind, lame, and infirm Penſioners, who are now fre- 
quently hemmed in between two walls, to their great 
terror, and at the riſque of their lives from droves of 


| horned cattle, horſes, &c. Theſe walks, which were 


formerly called the Blind Men's Walks, are now be- 
come common nuiſances to people of all ranks who 
viſit the Hoſpital. 


That the Apartments of the Lieutenants Gordon 
and Kerr, of the Clerk of the Cheque, and of two of 


the Matrons, be reſtored to the Wards; and that 


lodgings be found for them in the apartments of the 
non-qualified Officers, or in the New Building now 
occupied by the Governor's Clerk, Steward's Clerk, 
and a perſon called the Clerk of the Works' Clerk. 
That the Clerk of the Cheque's Clerk's apartment 
be reſtored to the wards. ; | 

That all the public paſſages, windows, doors, and 
ſtair-caſes, which have been monopolized, be thrown 


open for the convenience of the officers and ſtrangers 


who viſit the wards, and for the admiſſion of freſh 
air, which is ſo neceſſary to the health of the nume- 
rous inhabitants: The ſtair-caſes now in uſe are nar-- 
row and dangerous, and, in caſe of fire, would be in- 
ſufficient for the retreat of a croud of people, as ſome 
of the principal wards are barricadoed up at both ends 
for the magnificent accommodation of individuals, 
who have converted the grand paſſages into galleries 


for pictures, and the roof into lodging-rooms with 
chimneys, where none were originally deſigned. 
That the Butler's Liſt and Chalk-off Lift, which 


are ſo hoſtile to the eſtabliſhment, be totally aboliſh- 
ed; and that the tables in the dining-halls be filled 
with Penſioners, and ſerved with their full allowance 
of proviſions ; it being intended, according to the 
rules of the Houſe, that they ſhould dine in public, 
as a ſpectacle for the encouragement of Seamen. 


The ſoup: maigre now ſerved to the men diſhonours | 


the Hoſpital, and was publicly ridiculed in the dining- 
hall by his Excellency the Duc de Nivernois. 

That ſich of the Penſioners and Nurſes, as from 
age, infirmities, or other reaſonable cauſes, ſhall be 


put on the Money-Liſt by the Governor and Council, 


and not by the Directors, may receive the full value 
of their proviſions ; and that the late order procured 
by the Secretary from the General Court, to empower 
the Directors to diſpenſe with the muſtering the Pen- 
ſioners on certain occaſions, be reſcinded, as being 
repugnant to the Charter, and infringing upon the 
goverment of the houſe, and the cuſtom of the Ho- 
ſpital. | 
: That the Charity Stock be thrown into the genera] 
fund of the Hoſpital, and ſuch boys as may be judged 
proper objects of this charity be better fed than at 
eſent, as a growing boy requires at leaſt as much 
ſuſtenance as an old man. 

That the Penſioners and Nurſes on the Money-Lift 
ſhall not be deprived of their feſtival dinners; which 
is an extra- gift to all without diſtinction, in comme- 
moration of the five great anniverſaries, 


— 


The Royal Founder's Coronation, — King's Birth- 


day, — Queen's Birth-day,—Acceſſion, and the Coro- 


The non- enjoyment of theſe days of mirth and 
feſtivity is a real grievance to three or four hundred 


poor people. 


+ Theſe poſts and rails extended nearly one mile, were erected on account of a poor Penſioner being killed on the ſpot by a cart. 


halls, at dinner; and that the Chaplain of the month 


merly, agreeable to eſtabliſhed forms, in order to 


as his clerk) be ſworn to his accounts and diſburſe- 


any beer be condemned on a regular ſurvey, the 


BENCH. 
That two Lievtenants be preſent at the dining- 


ſay grace, inſtead of an old Penſioner. + 
That the Captain or Lieutenant of the weck do 
always ſee the meat delivered and weighed, agreeably 
to a former minute of the Council, in order to in- 
creaſe the preſent checks, which have been found in- 
ſufficient, This laudable regulation has been lately 
over- ruled. | 9 e 
That the Steward's clerk be never in future allowed 
to perform the duty of the Clerk of the Council. 
That the Secretary make all the contracts, as for- 
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avoid the great expence of attorney's bills; and that 
he be not permitted to make a bill for travelling 
charges, being allowed 20. a year for that purpoſe. 

That the Stewards of the Derwentwater eſtate, and 
the Receiver of the Sixpences, be obliged to remit 
to the Treaſurer and Receiver-General all ſuch mo- 
ney as they may receive on account of the Hoſpital, 
as ſoon as it ſhall amount to the ſum of $00/.—in 
order that there may be but one Treafurer: and that 
the Board of Directors be not allowed to extend their 
proper powers by impreſting, or advancing large 
ſums of money to Contractors, or tradeſmen, as the 
warrants for the payment of all monies ought to be 
ſigned quarterly ar the General Court. | 
That all admeaſurements of the works of the Ho- 
ſpital be made with the aſſiſtance of a ſworn ſur- 
veyor; and that all the works, alterations, and re- 
pairs, be ſworn to before the Barons of the Ex- 
chequer, by the Surveyor of the Hoſpital, the Clerk 
of the Check, and the Clerk of the Works, as hav- 
ing been faithfully and truly performed, according to 
the beſt of their ſkill and judgment; in conformity 
to a minute of the Board of Directors in the year 
1718, and to the cuſtom of thoſe times when the 
affairs of the Hoſpital were conducted with inte- 
grity. ö | 
That the Steward be {worn to all his accounts and 
diſburſements, being near 30,000). per annum. | 


That the Receiver of the Sixpenny Office (as well 


ments, | 


That the brewer be ſworn to the faithful and fru- 
gal expenditure of the malt and hops; and that, if 


value of good beer be deducted out of his wages. 
That the houſhold and other accounts of the Ho- 
ſpital be examined at the table where the Board of 
Directors fit, and not partially and ſuperficially paſſed 
by two intereſted Members, at a ſeparate table; and 
that five of the Directors, after proper examination, do 
atteſt the ſaid accounts with their names at length, 

inſtead of the initial letters of two names only. 
That all the accounts and diſburſements of the 
Hoſpital, be ſworn to, before the Barons of the Ex- 

chequer ; which is now performed partially. 
That the Auditor be obliged to audit all the ac- 
counts of the Hoſpital. 
That the pay 1 the Lieutenants be made equal to 
the pay of the two Chaplains, as originally intended. 
That the General Courts be held four times at leaſt 
in the year, agreeably to the firſt Commiſſions, the 
buſineſs of this Court being much increaſed: that 
due notice of the ſeveral meetings be given in the 
Gazette, and the buſineſs made as public as poſſible, 
inſtead of being privately paſſed, it being a matter 
of public concern. | | | 
That theſe Courts be held in the Painted Hall in 
the Hoſpital, in order to add to the ſplendour of the 
meetings, by accommodating a ſufficient number of 
Great Perſonages, for the more effectual protection 

of Seamen, their widows, and children. | 
All which premiſes are moſt humbly ſubmitted 
to the wiſdom and humanity of the Right 
Honourable the Lords and other Commiſ- 
ſioners and Governors of the Royal Hoſpital 


Ex . 


for 
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dians and guarantees of the rights of ſeamen 
in the ſaid Royal Hoſpital, and who alone are 
able to give the poor Penſioners ſpeedy and 
effectual relief) by | | 


their moſt reſpectful 
and faithful ſervant, 
THOMAS BAILLIE. 


[No. 3.]:- 
Greenwich Hoſpital, March 26, 1 778 . 


ON the 7th inſtant I delivered a State of the Caſe 


of Greenwich Hoſpital at Lord Sandwich's, as I 


thought it my duty to make my firſt application to 
his Lordſhip, not doubting but he would attempt to 
provide a remedy to the manifold grievances fo fully 
authenticated : but to my great mortification, when 
I waited on his Lordſhip, nine days afterwards, he 
told me, in your preſence, he had no commands for 
me. I therefore herewith offer the ſaid State of the 
| Caſe, entreating you to lay the ſame before the Board 
of Admiralty officially, at the ſame time requeſting 
that their Lordſhips will be pleaſed to ſummon a full 
General Court of the Commiſſioners and Governors, 
according to the true intent and meaning of the 
Charter, to whom I with to appeal, not doubting but 
I ſhall be able to prove the charges therein contained 
_ againſt the ſeveral parties, whoſe buſineſs and duty it 
was to protect the numerous objects of this-eſtabliſh- 
ment. I ſhould hope that to make ſuch a Court effi- 


cient it will be advertiſed three times in the Gazette, 


as well as ſummons ſent, that a proper number of re- 
ſpectable characters may be preſent. The Board of 
Directors having this day taken an extraordinary re- 
ſolution, and pretend that they cannot meet with ad- 
vantage to the public or honour to themſelves, till 
ſuch enquiry is made; therefore I am earneſt that a 
ſpeedy enquiry ſhould take place. | | 
ON a. = 
SIR, 
your moſt obedient 


5 and moſt humble ſervant 
To P. Stephens, Eſq. _ THO. BAILLIE. 


Secretary to the Admiralty, 


[No. 4.] 


SIR, Admiralty-Office, March 28, 1778. 


I HAVE received your letter of the 26th inſtant, 
encloſing a printed State of the Caſe of Greenwich 


Hoſpital, and have laid the ſame before my Lords 
Commiſſioners of the A dmiralty, | 


I am, 
STR, 


< your very humble ſervant 
Captain Baillie, PHIL. STEPHENS. 
Lieutenant Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital. 


[No. 5.3 


| Royal Hoſpital, Greenwich, 
SIR; CV 
IT appears to me very neceſſary that I ſhould know 
exactly, as allo well, the contents of the ſeveral re- 
preſentations which were delivered againſt me at the 
laſt General Court” of Commiſſioners and Governors 
of Greenwich Hoſpital, and likewiſe the minutes of 
the Court's proceedings. 
Therefore I requeſt that you will favor me with co- 
pies, which, if you do not chuſe to do, I deſire you 


for Seamen at Greenwich (who are the guar- 


Secretary to the Directors. 


B E N C H. „ 
will appoint a time and place for my inſpecting the 
originals, and to take copies for myſelf. I am, 

0 25% "IC Mg = 

your moſt humble ſervant, 


THO. BAILLIE. 


To John Ibbetſon, Ejq. 
N. B. The copies requeſted were refuſed. 


No. 6.] 
To Sir Meyrick Burrel, Peregrine Cuſt, Eſq. J. Barker, 


Eig. William Wells, Eſq. J. Savary, Eſq. Sir Wil 


iam James and C. Renolds, Eq. 


Gentlemen, | 
AS you have been appointed by Lord Sandwich 
at a late Court of Commiſſioners for Greenwich Ho- 


ſpital, to enquire into the charges contained in the 


printed Caſe of the Hoſpital, which was produced by 
his Lordſhip at the ſaid Meeting; and as you have 
undertaken to be a ſpecial Committee for that pur- 
poſe, I take the liberty to addreſs you, conceiving 
that I have ſomething to offer highly material for 
your confideration. | N 
In the firſt place, I muſt obſerve, that the Court 
which I requeſted of Lord Sandwich was not that of 
a few ſelect members, but a General Meeting, by 
public advertiſement in the Gazette, of the whole 


body of Commiſſioners and Governors ; that the 


great and noble perſonages who conſtitute a diſtin- 


guiſhed part of that body, might hold a fair and im- 


partial enquiry upon a matter, as I conceive, of the 


higheſt national concern ; the buſineſs, however, ts 
now referred to a more limited number: according- 


ly Gentlemen, the taſk devolves upon you ; but as 
the Direction of the Hoſpital is impeached in a va- 
riety of inſtances, and as you are all Directors, I beg 
leave to ſay, that the office you have undertaken is of 
the moſt delicate nature, and indeed ſuch as makes 


you in ſome ſort judges in your own caſe, I muſt. 
take leave to add, that the prejudice which you may 


naturally entertain in your own favour may operate 
ſtrongly as a prejudice againſt me; and this Iam the 
more warranted to ſay, as ſome of you, Gentlemen, 


have complained againſt me to the Lords Commiſ- 


ſioners of the Admiralty ; and not only ſo, but as I 
am informed, have applied to and retained ſome of 


the moſt eminent counſel at the bar againſt me, in 
the name of the Governors and Commiſſioners, a ſe- 
cond retainer in the name of the Directors, and a 
third for your Secretary, who now attends you. Af- 


ter this, how far you will think yourſelves warranted 
to proceed will be a matter for your conſideration : 
as to myſelf, proteſting entirely againſt this mode of 
enquiry, I am willing to attend you, whenever called 
upon, in order if the intention be to enquire with 
candour into the truth of the ſeveral allegations, to 
give all the aſſiſtance in my power for ſo deſirable an 
end as that of reforming all abuſes in the adminiſtra- 
tion of Greenwich Hoſpital. . Eo 

The Charges contained in the printed Caſe conſiſt 
of the following heads : | 

Firſt, That landmen have been appointed to ſeve- 
ral lucrative offices, in preference to ſeamen or ſea- 
faring men, in violation, as I conceive, of the Char- 
ter; and thoſe landmen, not having been uſed to ſub- 
ordination, behaving, in a variety of inſtances, with 
inſolence and contempt to the naval officers. 
Secondly, That theſe landmen are introduced into 
the Council of the Houſe, where they have votes in 
laying mulcts on the Penſioners, out of which very 
mulcts part of their additional falaries ariſe. . 
Thirdly, That the Directors have ſuffered many 
abuſes in the management of the Hoſpital. 

Under this head, the principal facts are as follow : 

1ſt, That frequent remonſtrances were made from 
the Council to the Directors, touching the bad qua- 
lity of proviſions, without effect. 


4 | 2d, 
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2d, That the contracts have been renewed with 


; the Butcher after he had been convicted in feveral 


penalties for ſending in bull's fleſh for the Penſioners 
inſtead of good fat ox beef, even tho another action 
was depending againſt the ſame butcher for fifty 
more penalries. | 

zd, That the laſt action for fifty penalties amount- 


ing to Five Hundred Pounds, was compounded with 


the ſame Butcher, in prejudice; as it is conceived, to 
ſeamen diſabled and grown old in the ſervice of their 
country. . | 
4th, That the Penſioners are ſupplied with bad 
and unſerviceable ſhoes, which do not laſt the time 
preſcribed by the eſtabliſhmenr. : 
th, That Four Thouſand Pounds, or thereabout, 
were embezzled by a former Steward, which could 
not have happened if his accounts had been duly and 
regularly ſettled and examined. 


th, That ſeveral wards have been torn down, and 


taken from the Penſioners, for the convenience of the 
Secretary and his Clerk, and that the ſame has been 
done for other Clerks not intitled to apartments in 
the Hoſpital. 


Ih, That ſeveral under-officers, not being ſea- 


faring men, have been introduced into large wards, 
with their wives and families, though the ſeamen are 
not allowed to have their wives in the Hoſpital, 
th, That money is expended in uſeleſs alterations 
of the building, whilſt the moſt rigid ceconorry is ob- 
ſerved towards the men; and One Thouſand Pounds 
lately granted for the cleaning and repairing the 
paintings in the painted hall, though it appears that 
it might have been done for half the money, and this 
mode of proceeding was without giving public no- 
tice for the ſaid work. | 
_ - 9th, That money, in lieu of proviſions, is allowed 
to about one thouſand men, or more, which, the pro- 
viſions being bad, the men were the more inclined to 
tale. When this was reported by the unanimous 


voice of the Council of the Houſe to be the cauſe of 


great irregularities among the Penſioners, no farther 
notice was taken of the ſame by the Directors, though 
the enquiry was ſet on foot by their own deſire, 

Loth, That the men have been greatly aggrieved for 
ſome years in the article of waſhing, and have been 
obliged to waſh their own linen, though a charge is 
made to the Hoſpital of near Fourteen Hundred 
Pounds per annum. | 

11th, Not proſecuting the Stocking Contractor for 
delivering ſtockings not agreeable to contract, by which 


the men have been deprived of good ſtockings, which 


they uſed to be allowed. 

12th, Encreafing ſalaries out of the Charity Stock, 
inſtead of taking in more Boys, and not confining 
this uſeful eſtabliſhment more generally to the Sons 
of Penlioners. ; 

13th, Summoning a Captain of the houſe to appear 
before the Directors, and interfering in the govern- 
ment of the houſe, contrary to the charter. | 
14th, The inhumanity of the Guardian of the 
Charity Boys was repreſented to the Directors by the 
Council, who declared, that they could not think 
themſelves reſponfible for the good government of 
the Boys ward, which makes a great part of the go- 
vernment of the houſe. 5 

15th, Wives, families, and even friends of land- 
men drinking aſſes milk at four ſhillings a quart at 
the expence of the Hoſpital, whilſt the Penſioners 
were drinking ſour ſmall beer mixt with water. 

16th, Suffering encroachments by the Clerks of 
the works upon the due government of the houſe, in 
depriving the Governor or other Commanding Officer 
of the key of the bar leading to the waterſide. 

17th, Suffering great paſſages and ſtair-caſes lead- 
ing to capital wards to be barricadoed up, to the 
great prejudice of Officers, Penſioners, and Strangers 
who viſit the Hoſpital. | | : 

18th, Two of the three Matrons, not being the 
widows of ſeafaring men, improperly appointed 
whilſt the widows of twenty-four commiſſioned and 


pf 
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warrant officers, are ſerving under theſe very Matrons 
in the mean capacity of common nurſes, thereby 


' creating jealouſies and heart burnings. 


Theſe, Gentlemen, are the eſſential and important 
charges, there may be others that now eſcape me 
they are all capable of proof, and if Mr. Savary, who 
ſome time ſince ſwore me at the Board of Directors 
to an article of expendmure, amounting to forty ſhil- 


lings, will be pleafed to fwear the ſeveral witneſſes, 


there is no doubt but the whole truth will be told 
under the obligation of an oath; the men muſt ſpeak 


out, and that will ſhelter them from the diſpleaſure 


of any perſon whatever. 
I do not take upon me to direct the mode of en- 
quiry, I ſuggeſt what appears to me the beſt and 
moſt effectual, and I hope, Gentlemen, that it will 
appear in your report to the Lords Commiſſioners, 
whether any, and which of the above charges, is 
without foundation, the enquiry which you are upon 
may hereafter. attract the notice of the public, and 
perhaps of Parliament; and as moſt of the facts al- 
ledged are of a nature to admit of the cleareſt proofs, 
it will be to your honour, Gentlemen, to make a full, 
a clear, and circumſtantial report, ſuch as will anſwer 
the true ends of the enquiry, and I truſt will be a 


Juſtification of my character. 


I will ſay. one word more, Gentlemen, and put 
an end to the trouble I now give you; my own 
honour is concerned upon this occaſion, and I there- 
fore declare, that I had no other motive than that of 
promoting the happineſs of the ſeamen, whom I re- 
ſpect as men who have been diſabled in the ſervice 
of their country; and this feeling for ſeamen has 
been animated by the conſiderations, that on the eve 
perhaps of a French war, nothing will ſo effectually 
contribute to man his Majeſty's fleets, as the reforma- 
tion of all abuſes in the government of an hoſpital, 
intended in its firſt inſtitution, as a proviſion for men 
who are the bulwark of their country. In my ſitua- 
tion as Lieutenant-Governor, I heard complaints, and 
I ſaw abuſes; could I diveſt myſelf of my humanity ? 
I have acted with the moſt ardent zeal for the good 
of the Hoſpital, and I will not ſuppoſe that zeal for 
the public good will be conſtrued into a crime by any 
man of honour or honeſty, nor will I admit an idea, 
that any one of you, Gentlemen, will think that he 
can ſave his own character, by doing an injury to 
mine. By my ſervices in his Majeſty's navy, I have 
earned my ſtation in the Hoſpital, and I truſt that no 
man will attempt unjuſtly to deprive me of it. I 
hope it will be remembered that the ſeveral perſons 
who have figned complaints againſt me to the Ad- 
miralty on this occaſion, have made themſelves par- 


ties, and are, therefore, incompetent witneſſes ; what- 


ever their complaints are, juſtice requires that they 
prove their caſe by other evidence than their own. 
I am, | 
Gentlemen, | | 
Your moſt obedient, humble ſervant, 


Royal Hoſpital, Greenwich, THOMAS BAILLIE.- 
April 18th, 1778. 


= No. 6. 


To the Right Honourable the Lords Commiſſioners of the 
Admiralty. 


Royal Hoſpital at Greenwich, Fuly 11, 1778. 


My Lords, | 
IN the ſtation which I have the honour to fill 
as Lievtenant-Governor in Greenwich Hoſpital, I 
thought it my duty to be, to the utmoſt of my 
power, the friend of the ſeamen. I eſteem that brave 
body of men; I confider them- by the contributions 
they pay out of their wages, as purchaſers of a re- 


treat at Greenwich; I honour their valour in the ſer- 


vice of their country, and I always confidered them 
* Op 3 N by 


by their merit intitled to every advantage the Hoſpital 
can afford, But I ſaw abuſes which. I conceived to 
be highly prejudicial to the Penſioners, and ſome of 
thoſe abuſes appeared to me manifeſt violations of the 
charter. „ ; . 
I drew up a ſtate of the caſe, and ſent it to Lord 
Sandwich, in hopes that the grievances, as ſoon as 
known by his 3 would be redreſſed; but it 
ſeems the liberty 1 took has given offence, My book 
was not printed for publication, it was intended for 
the Governors only; and to them, when I thought 
it neceflary, I ſent the ſtate of the caſe. The conſe- 
quence has been the appointment of a board of en- 
quiry; as ſoon as that board met, I addrefled them by 
letter, I avowed the memorial or ſtate of the cafe to 
be mine, and to fave trouble as much as poſſible, I 
endeavoured to draw to a point the heads of the 
charges which I had thought it my duty to make. 
The facts alledged by me are of public concern, and 
I imagined would have been the object of the enquiry 3 
in this I was diſappointed, the Gentlemen who form- 
ed the Board of Enquiry, were attended by Council, 
who came as a ſpecial pleader, to collect materials, 
not for the public good of the Hoſpital and the ſea- 


the Penfioners, it has beeh his ſole object to narrow 
the enquiry, as if a particular ſet of men were his 
clients in preference to the public; under his conduct 
the enquiry has been ſuch, as I am perſuaded will 
not do honour to thoſe who lent themſelves to ſuch 
partial purpoſes, whenever the minutes of their pro- 
ceedings, and the ſcandalous abuſe I met with upon 


bunal. 


quiry ſo conducted; will the Gentlemen who fat as 
the Board of Enquiry, take upon them to ſtate the 
facts charged in the caſe, and make a diſtinct report 
under each head? 1 am convinced they have not ven- 
tured to do it, for facts are ſtubborn and can be ve- 
rified, let who will report againſt them; and if a 
report under each diftin& head of facts cannot be 
made, or is not made, I prefume to afk, can any fair 
concluſion be drawn from ſuch a report? The whole 
matter has to my aſtoniſhment been carried before 
His Majeſty's Court of King's Bench, and is now 
there depending, and muſt continue ſo till November 
Term; for it ſeems the ſpecial pleader who attended 
the Board, has with the ſpirit of a perſon verſed in 


for fix informations in one day; and what day? The 
only day in the term which by the practice of the 
court was left for ſuch a ſcheme; namely, the laſt 
day but one of the term, the faid ſpecial pleader 
well knowing that it would be impoſſible for me to 
ſhew cauſe on the next day, of courſe the matter 
ſtands over; but a time will come when I ſhall have 
an opportunity of anſwering the volume of affidavits 
_ framed, as I ſuppoſe, by the ſame ſpecial pleader, to 
| harraſs and oppreſs me with expence, as I am in- 
formed it will coſt no leſs than forty pounds to take 
out office copies of the affidavits. ; 
But I ſhall be ready to meet the charge, and ſince 
it is now a buſineſs ſub judice, the determination of 
the court, or perhaps the verdict of a jury, will here- 
after make it known to the world, whether the alle- 
gations of the printed caſe are without foundation, 
and of courſe written with a libellous ſpirit ; or on 
the contrary, whether the whole proceeded/(as I aver 
it did) from a love of truth, and a fincere regard for 
a body of men who have deſerved well of their country. 


I have the honour to be 
with the greateſt reſpect, 
My Lords, &c. &, 
THO. BAILLIE. 
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men, but for other purpoſes; he had no feeling for 


various occaſions, ſhall be laid before a proper tri- ' 


From the firſt moment it was eaſy to ſee what 
kind of a report was like to be the reſait of an en- 


legal ſtratagems, contrived to have the court moved 


e in 
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SIR, Greenwich Hoſpital, Fuly 11, 1778. 
1 beg the favour you will lay the above Letter 


before the Right Honourable the Lords Commiſſio- 


ners of the Admiralty. 
| TRE 
To Philip Stepbens, Eſq. THO. BAILLIE. 
Secretary to the Admiralty. 
51 1 8. 4 
SIR, © Admiralty-Office, 20th Fuly, 1778. 


I HAVE received your Letter, dated the 11th in- 


ſtant; reſpecting the proceedings of the Committee 
artes fo 


to enquire into the allegations contained.in 
the printed State of the Caſe of Greenwich Hoſpital , 
and I have laid the fame before my Lords Com- 


miffioners of the Admiralty. 
I am, 
a 3 Your moſt bumble ſervant, | 
po. Baillie, E.. Liew, PI. STEPHENS, 
Gov. of Greenwich Hoſpital. | 
N 


SIR, - Greenwich Hoſpital, Aug. 14th, 1778. 
HAVING been this day fuſpended from my em- 
ployments of Lieutenant-Governor, Director and 
Member of the Council of the Royal Hoſpital for 
Seamen at Greenwich, in purſuance of an order from 
the Right Honourable the Lords Commiffioners of 
the Admiralty, to Sir Charles Hardy, Knt. Governor 
of the ſaid Hoſpital, who has ordered me to be 
ſuſpended accordingly, and has notwithſtanding re- 
fuſed to give me a copy of the ſaid order, I therefore 
beg the favour you would move their Lordſhips to 
direct that I may be furniſhed with a copy of the 
order by which I am ſo ſuſpended,  _ _ 


"Iam, 
S IR, 
D | Your moſt humble ſervant, 
To Philip Stephens, £ſq. THO. BAILLIE. 


=; 
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SIR, Admiralty- Office, 4th Sept. 1778. 
I HAVE mT 1 1555 1 5 
ſioners of the Admiralty your Letter of the 14th 
paſt, deſiring to have a copy of the order by which 
you was ſuſpended from the employments of Lieu- 
tenant- Governor, Director, and Member of the Coun- 
cil of the Royal Hoſpital for Seamen at Greenwich. 
In return, I am commanded by their Lordthips to 
acquaint you at is not cuſtomary to give copies of 
their orders. | | | 


I am, 
SIR, N 
Your very W t 
Capt. Tho. Baillie, PH. STEPHENS. 


"Greenwich Hoſpital. 
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John Izard, Steward, Freeholder of Hun- 


Stephen Hickman, Brewer — 


HYD ERECT FECTED 


r Sent 
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x: -  KING'S' BENCH. 


A Lift of Warrant Officers appointed to the Royal 
Hoſpital for Seamen at Greenwich by Lord Sandwich, 
all of whom are allowed Apartments, Coals, Candles, 


and neceſſary Medicaments for | themſelves, Families, © 


and Servants. 1 | 
John Corbet, Secretary, — — Not at ſea: 
Swinfin Jervis, Auditor, — — Not at ſea. 
} Not at ſea, 


tingdon, — — 


John Godby, Steward, Burgeſs of ditto, Not at ſea. 


Stephen John Maule, Clerk of the I xx. 1... 
Nes e, Freeholder of ditto, | Has been at ſea. 


John Cooke, Chaplain, Burgeſs of ditto, N ot at ſea, 
John Mavle, Chaplain, Burgeſs of ditto, Not at ſea. 
William Eden, Auditor, — — Not at ſea, 


Thomas Fearon, Brewer, — — Not at ſea. 
Not at ſea. 
Thomas Joyce, Butler, — — 
Walter Copeſtake, Butler, — — Not at ſea. 
John Izard, Steward, Freeholder of Hun- 
tingdon, — . 8 
William Saword, Butler, Free- 1 Has been at ſea a 
holder of ditto, — few months. 
James Skeene, Butler's Mate, — 
James Wartel, Cook, — — | Not at ſea. 
Alexander Moore, Cook,  — \Not at fea. 
Thomas Hardcaſtle, Cook's Mate, — Not at ſea. 
James Skeene, Cook's Mate, —- — Not at ſea. 
James Webb, Cook's Mate. — Has been at ſea. 
Alexander Moore, Cook's Mate, — Not ar ſea. 
Moſes Joy, Cook's Mate. — Not at ſea. 
James Arundel, Cook's Mate, — 
John Matthews, Cook's Mate, Has been a marine. 
Roger Hunt, Cook's Mate, — Not at ſea. 
Nicholas Levet, Scullery Man, — Not at ſea. 
William Garner, ee Man's Mate, Not at ſea. 
Doctor Scott, Rector of Simonborne, be- I x... _. 
longing to the Hoſpitall,.— Not go ſea. 


; — Turner, late Mayor of ee ant Not as . 


Receiver of the Derwentwater eſtate, 


f John Furber, Schoolmaſter to the ane Not at lea. 


Boys,, — — 


Out of twenty-nine warrant officers, only four have 


ſerved at ſea, three out of that four a very ſhort time. 
T wenty-five have not ſerved at ſea, beſides a num- 
ber of Clerks: not mentioned, who are lodged in 
the Hoſpital. Ts AY 


This Liſt of Landmen in a Naval Hoſpital, and the 
following Affidavits, make part of the Defendant's 
Council's brief. | 


Abſtrafts of Aﬀidavits filed in the Court of King's Bench 
in ſupport of the Facts flated by Captain Baillie in the 


- printed Caſe of the Royal Hoſpital' for Samen at 


Greenwich. 
The ſeveral Affidavits of the fix proſecutors, being 
chiefly quotations from the printed Caſe of the Hoſpi- 


poſe therein, would make large volumes ; they are 
therefore obliged to be omitted for the ſake of bre- 


vity, as well as Captain Baillie's affidavits in reply, 


which aſſert and maintain the truth of all and every 
the accuſations alledged. But as the different officers 


of the Hoſpital, who were {ſworn before the Judges 
of the King's Bench, cannot be conſidered in the light 


of ex parte evidence, true and faithful abſtracts are 
given from the originals filed in the Court of King's 


Bench; on which every perſon will naturally make 


Pell. | | 
Baillie; and it is requeſted that the reader would have 


his own reflections on the then fituation of Captain 


in his memory the extraordinary difficulcies that officer 


had to encounter in his plan of reformation; the ob- 
ſtacles, threats, and allurements thrown in the way 


to baffle him of any * evidence at all; the inequality 
of the conteſt between the Firſt Lord of the Admiral- 


I Not appointed by Lord Sandwich, but by the Directors. eien | 
In an information in the King's Bench for a Libel ; a witneſs cannot be ſummoned, as in an action at law, therefore it frequen'ly 


Not at ſea. 


Not at ſea. 


Not at ſea. 


Not at ſea, 


ty and a poor individual without fortune, unſupport - 


ed and unconnected; and finally, the whole weight 


of miniſtry.thrown into the unequal balance. 


| No. 1. 1 e 
Abſtraft of the Affidavit of Alexander Moere, Cook, 
22, #4 Teeating-t0 den on? nhl 
HE ſwears, That he has been one of the Maſter 
Cooks in the Hoſpital for two years laſt paſt, and 
Cook's Mate two years before. 
That about four years ago there was much mur- 
muring amongſt the Penfioners, on account of the 
badneſs of proviſions 1 . 
That hegalways narrowly viewed it, and was con- 
vinced it was the fleſh of bulls, and what was uſually 
ſold s twelve or fourteen ſhillings per hundred 
weight, 5 | 3 LY 
The good ox beef, agreeable to contract, was 
worth about thirty-four ſhillings. 1 
Tbat being newly appointed Cook's Mate, he did 
not ſpeak of it for near ten months, not being ac- 
quainted then with the terms of the contract. 
He then accuſed the Butcher's men, bid them ac- 
quaint their maſter to ſend better meat, or he would 
inform the Officers but this threat produced no al- 
teration for the better. On the iſt of June 1775, 
the deponent told the Steward of the Hoſpital, John 
Godby, that the meat he Was then receiving, was the 
fleſh of bulls, and was generally the ſame; and the 
Butcher's man who was delivering it acknowledged 
the far. CV 
He was ſurprized to ſee the cool indifference of the 
Steward Godby on the information ho went away 
for a while, then returned, and ordered it to be dreſſed 
for the wen Sb 
During this ſhort abſence of the Steward, the con + 
tractor's ſervant expreſſed contrition and ſorrow at 
being concerned in the fraud, and confeſſed that the 
beef generally delivered was the fleſh of bulls, and 
the mutton the fleſh of rams, and he would ſwear 
to it. Fg © Es „ 
On this they both went and told the whole to the 
Lieutenant Governor Thomas Baillie, Eſquire, and 
carried ſome of the pieces ready dreſſed to him, the 
Butcher's man adding that the ſame ſort had been 
ſerved to the Hoſpital for ſeveral years. 12 75 
The Lieutenant-Governor was very attentive to 
them, he taſted and endeavoured to chew it and 
then aſked many queſtions—he warned the man to 
be ſure of what he ſaid, as the charge was of an 


atrocious nature, and enquired if the informer, named 


Boycot, the Contractor's man, had had any quarre! 
with his maſter; to which it was anſwered that his 
only reaſon was his being hurt at being made the 
inſtrument of cheating the Penfioners—Boycot came 


down again with meat on the 3d day of June 1775, 


and then Lieutenant-Governor Baillie cautioned him 


again a ſecond time, to ſay only what was ſtrictly 
tal, and complaints of the perſonal injuries they ſup- 


true—Boycot ſaid there were others who would con- 


firm what he alledged. | 


The Lieutenant-Governor then told him he would 
go to town in a few days, and if they were deſirous 


he would carry them to a magiſtrate. 


They accordingly went on the gth of the ſame 
month, in company with the Lieutenant-Governor, 
Captain Allwright, a Captain of the Hoſpital, Boycot 
having brought along with them James Hatterſley, 


another of the Contractor's ſervants—who both ſwore 


to the truth of the above facts before Mr. Juſtice 


The deponent Moore ſwears he had good reaſons 
to believe that the Directors of the Hoſpital were 
very unwilling ta proſecute the contracting Butcher 
Melliſh, for that during the whole time of the pro- 
ſecution commenced againſt him the ſaid Melliſh, 
and dufing a ſecond proſecution againſt the ſaid con- 


happens that a witneſs muſt either ruin himſelf, or the defendant be found guilty for want of evidence, which conſtitutes the extreme 


tyranny of this proceſs, 


tron 


K IN G's 


tractor, in all near two years, it did not appear to him 
the deponent Moore, that any Director concerned or 


intereſted themſelves in the affair, except the Lieu- 


tenant Governor BailliJ | chin 
The deponent ſwears, that the proofs would have 


been more ſtrong and circumſtantial, on the ſecond. 


trial, there being five witneſſes, who all concurred to 
the facts. | 


5 


The deponent Moore further faith, that on the 


11th of June, 1775, two days after the depoſitions 
were taken, Godby, the Steward of the Hoſpital, 
ſent to the deponent, and took great pains to perſuade 
the deponent not to ſay, that bull beef had been de- 
livered in the Hoſpital. e 
And on the 12th of the ſame month, the reverend 
Mr. Cooke, firſt Chaplain of the Hoſpital, and alſo 
a Director, ſent to the deponent, and endeavoured, 
by various perſuaſions, to prevail on the deponent 
not to ſay, that bull beef had been received. The 
ſaid reverend Mr. Cooke adding, that bull beef was 
good enough for the men; and uſed many contemp- 
tuous and opprobrious terms, ſpeaking of the Pen- 
ſioners. | 7 + e 
He ſwears, that ſow pork, with large dugs, was 
delivered for the Royal Founder's Feſtival day. 
The deponent ſwears, he is frequently inſulted by 
the Steward Godby, who addreſſes him by the ap- 
pellation, of Now Mr. Bull Beef, Sow Pork, &c. 
He ſwears, he has had no recompence for his trou- 
ble in travelling three thouſand miles, on account of 
curtailed, | (TIDE 1 ne pr, 1 
He ſwears, the Directors favoured the contracting 
butcher through the whole ores 
He fwears, he has' been frequently preſent, when 
the Penſioners made complaints to the Lieutenant 
Governor; and the conftant practice of the Lieute- 
nant Governor was to caution the men not to mag- 
nify their grievances, and to behave themſelves 
peaceably, and he would endeavour to have them 
redreſſed. | , Os 
That when the great diſturbance happened about 
a year ago, relative to the bad beer, he believes the 
men would have went in a body to the King, had 
they not been prevented by Lieutenant Governor 
Baillie. 4 . 
The de 


theſe proſecutions, and his bill of charges unjuſtly. 


threatened to be turned out of the Hoſpital by the 
Governor Sir Charles Hardy, who told this deponent, 


that he was a buſy fellow, and had done what he 


- ought not do, meaning, his diſcovering the frauds. 

REMARK.— That the character of this Alexander 
Moore is of the moſt ſterling value; he has been the 
principal inſtrument of bringing the Contractor to 


a landman: yet ſuch is the ſpirit and honeſty of this 
man, and his zeal for the eſtabliſhment, that he ſays, 
he would willingly refign his employment, if he could 
but ſee the uſeleſs and miſchievous landmen turned 
out at the ſame time. 


[No. 2.] 
Abſtrat of the Affidavit of William Lefevre, Lieute- 


nuant in the Hoſpital, and oldeſt Lieutenant in the 
Navy. | | 


Memorandum, Dead ſince the commencement of the 

: | pProſecution. | 
HE ſwears, That he has been Lieutenant in the 
Hoſpital twelve years, and intimately acquainted 


with the Lieutenant Governor Baillie thirty years; 


that during the whole time, he the ſaid Lieutenant 
Governor has conducted himſelf with the ſtricteſt 
- honour and integrity, and has always ſhewn himſelf a 
true and zealous friend to the penſioners, and a moſt 


BEN G H. 


abuſe. 


onent Moore ſwears, that ſince he made 
the complaints againſt the contractor, he has been 


 Abſtra of the 
puniſhment z but it muſt not be concealed that he is ED 
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vigilant and faithful ſervant to the noble eſtabliſh- 
ment, without view or intereſt ro himſelf, 

He ſwears, that in April, 1771, there was a great 
diſturbance in the Hoſpital, on account of Mr. Se- 
cretary Ibbetſon taking down ſeveral cabins, and 


driving the poor men, the inhabitants, out, in order 


to enlarge his apartments, and make room for his 
footmen. | | | 
Captain Baillie then warmly intereſted himſelf in 
behalf of rhe Penſioners, and got the men reſtored 
to their cabins. This, he ſwears, drew the malice 
and reſentment of the ſaid Ibbetſon againſt the Lieu- 
tenant Governor Baillie. | 
He ſwears, the grand paſſages to the Royal George 
Ward are taken in by the civil officers, to enlarge 
their apartments, contrary to the intereſt of the 
eſtabliſhment, and to the injury of the Penſioners. 
Hie ſwears, that in September, 1772, there were 
univerſal murmurings amongſt the men, on account 
of the ſhort allowance of meat ſerved; and through 
the activity and zeal of the ſaid Lieutenant Governor 
Baillie, the theft was diſcovered, and the delinquent, 
by the means of the ſaid Baillie, was brought to ju- 
ſtice, and tranſported. 


le ſwears, that in year 1774, the ſaid Thomas 
Baillie was the means of diſcovering, that the kettles 


were pillaged of large quantities of broth, which the 
then maſter cook had contracted to deliver to a hog 


feeder, and that the ſaid Lieutenant Governor Baillie 


was the chief inſtrument in rectifying that great 


He ſwears to the affair of bull beef and the trials 
at Guildhall in conſequence; and that it was by 
the vigour and activity of the Lieutenant Gover- 
nor, who devoted his whole time to it, that they had 
juſtice, no other Director taking the leaſt trouble. 
He ſwears to frauds in the Brewhouſe, and a re- 


formation brought about by the indefatigable Lieu- 


tenant Governor Baillie. 


. He ſwears, that the Lieutenant Governor Baillie, 


oy his honeſt and upright intention, and by his pro- 
tecting the eſtabliſhment, has drawn on himſelf the 
malice and reſentment of the civil intereſt, and that 
they have frequently at Council, when he has been 
preſiding as Lieutenant Governor, treated him with 
undeſerved diſrepect and inſults. 

That the ſaid Lieutenant Governor Baillie has, 
during his the deponent's reſidence, always treated 


'the officers with proper reſpect, and the men with 


tenderneſs and humanity. 


(No. 3 


Afﬀidavits of Charles 
William Lefevre. 


CHARLES LEFEVRE, of Clayhill, in the coun- 
ty of Kent, eſq. aged thirty years, ſwears, that he 


Lefevre, ſon to 


perſonally knows moſt of the Naval Officers in Green- 
wich Hoſpital, and is well e ee with the diſ- 


putes that have ſubſiſted there for ſome ycars. 

That he has known Lieutenant Governor Baillie 
from his childhood ; and that ſince he has been of 
an age capable of judging, the ſaid Thomas Baillie 


has behaved himſelf in every reſpect as a man of the 


ſtricteſt honour and integrity. - 
He ſwears to the many opportuhities he has had 
of obſerving the conduct of the Lieutenant Gover- 


nor, and that he always conducted himſelf with care 
and attention, as well as calmneſs and perſeverance, 
in the diſcharge of his duty, and that, he believes, he 


has been actuated by no other motive, than a lauda- 
ble wiſh to protect the poor penſioner s. 

He ſwears, that a faction actually exiſts in the Ho- 
ſpital, occaſioned by the introduction of landmen, 
who have diligently oppoſed the Lieutenant Gover- 
nor and Naval Officers from bringing to juſtice thoſe 
culprits who have cheated the Hoſpital, particularly 

| in 
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xii I FONTS, 


in the actions at law brought by the Directors againſt 


the contracting Butcher; and that it was by the acti- 


vity of the Lieutenant Governor that the eſtabliſh- 
ment had juſtice. _ te | 
He fwears, that the reverend Mr. Cooke, firſt 
Chaplain to the Hoſpital, told him, that Lord Sand- 
wich would mark any man who kept company, or 


aſſociated with the Lieutenant Governor Baillie, a 


that if he brought the affairs of the Hoſpital before 
Parliament, he would get intelligence of it before 
hand, and turn him out of his office. 


He ſwears, that the ſaid reverend Mr. Cooke, as 


from Lord Sandwich, threatened the deponent, his 


father, and family, with ruin, to intimidate them from 


giving teſtimony of the abuſes in the Hoſpital. 


He ſwears, that about the 1oth of June, 1777, the 


faid reverend Mr. Cooke read him part of a letter 
from Godby, the' Steward—The purport of which 
was, giving an account of the Contractor compound- 
ing the penalties for the fraud in the contract, and 


preventing the trial from coming on, which the Civil 


Intereſt looked upon as a complete victory. Theſe 
curious words were part of the compoſition. *I and 
« my friends dined elegantly at a tavern, and regaled 
cc ourſelves with French wine, after Baillie and his 


ce party were gone, who ſneaked out of Court like | 


«« dogs who had loſt their tails.” _ 
He ſwears, that the Lieutenant Governor, upon 


every occaſion of complaint, always recommended 
to the men to behave peaceably, and not to magnify 
their grievances. _ 


L No. 4.) 


Aslan of the Afidavit of Captain Thomas Allrigbt. 


"  SWEARS, that he has been a Captain in the Ho- 


ſpital ſix years. 


 " Herdeſcribes the original intention, and ſubver- 


fion, by the introduction of landmen to the lucra- 


tive offices, as they fall vacant. 


He atteſts, in very ſtrong terms, the honourable 
character of the Lieutenant Governor, and his hav- 


ing drawn on himſelf the malice of the faction, by 


his zeal in protecting the poor Penſioners. | 
He ſwears the Lieutenant Governor is every way 


qualified, and fit for his office. ” 


He ſwears to the frauds in robbing great quantities 
of meat from the kitchen. The extraordinary dif- 


ficulties in coming at the bottom of the affair, and 
the ſpirit, diligence, and activity of the Lieutenant 


Governor, aſſiſted by the deponent, and Lieutenant 
Kerr, in bringing the delinquents to juſtice. 
He deſcribes the main walls of the buildings be- 
ing cut and bored, to make flues for chimneys, for 
the accommodation of Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon, his 
clerks and underlings. | = 
He deſcribes perſonal inſults from one Dickey, a 


turncock, ſupported in the moſt unjuſtifiable manner 


by the land faction. 


* > 


He ſwears, -that after he had with great difficulty 


brought the ſaid Dickey to a ſubmiſſion by order from 
the Admiralty, ket: 


That the reverend Mr. Cooke, firſt Chaplain of 
the Hoſpital ſo preached at him perſonally from the 
ulpit. DD 
N He ſwears to being preſent on duty in the kitchen, 
when three quarters of bad beef had been offered, 
with the prime parts cut out, contrary to the con- 
tract. The ill behaviour of Godby the Steward, on 
the occaſion, and obſtructions, himſelf and Lieute- 
nant Governor met with from him, in the execution 
of their duty. 4 : | | 
He deſcribes the actions at law againſt Melliſh, 
the Contractor, and gives great merit to the zeal and 


activity of the Lieutenant Governor, | 


ſome condition. 


Lieutenant Governor; and that he 


B E N G Hi 


He ſwears to the partiality of the Board of Direc- 
tors, in favour of civil officers, and the influence of 
the Clerk of the Works, in getting orders of the 
Board reſcinded, to prevent his having the moſt 
trifling indulgence. e | 


| 7 [No. 4 | 
Abftraf of the Affidavit of Lieutenant Gordon, aged ; 


- ſeventy years. 


' SWEARS, that he has been thirty years iti the 
Hoſpital. : N ä 
He deſeribes the original intention of the eſta- 
bliſhment—Thar it is ſubverted by the introduction 
of landen, who for their own private purpoſes, 
have formed themſelves into a faction, to get the 
whole direction and government into their hands, 
greatly to the injury of the poor Penſioners. 
Atteſts, in the ſtrongeſt terms, the honourable 
character of the Lieutenant Governor, and that he 
believes in his conſcience his ſole view is the good of 
the eſtabliſhment, and to prevent the revenues from 
being waſted and. miſapplied. ** 
That by this laudable behaviour, the Lieutenant 
Governor has drawn on himſelf the reſentment of 
the faction df tandm enn 
He deſeribes rheir ſumptuous apartments. - 
He ſwears to Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon's tearing 
down the men's cabins, and taking in the galleries of 
the Great Wards for himſelf, = oo and underlings, 
with their wives and families, and that theſe people 
have no right to the eſtabliſhment. wy 
He ſwears to the complaint made by the men, on 
account ef bad ſhoes and ftockings, and the bad 
waſhing the linen, which is all done by contract. 
He ſwears, that he examined ſeveral pairs of ſhoes 
and ſtockings, and that the linen returned from the 
contracting waſherman, was in a filthy and unwhole- 


That the Lieutenant Governor has endeavoured 
to remedy it. 2 | : | 5 
He ſwears, that there are four landmen who have 
procured feats at the Council of the Hofpital, who 
ſeek every occaſion to inſult the Lieutenant Gover- - 
nor, even when preſiding in Council. 

He alſo ſwears to the unncemmon pains and arts 
made uſe of by the ſaid reverend Mr. Cooke, to per- 
ſuade the Naval Officers to ſign a paper againſt the 
Lieutenant Governor, to ruin faid Lieutenant Gover- 


nor at the Admiralty, and to make the ſame an act 


of Council. The majority of the Naval Officers re- 
fuſed it with indignation ; the landmen ſigned it, and 


four others. | | 
He ſwears, that they are endeavouring to deprive 


the Lieutenant Governor of his office, which he has 


hitherto held with great honour to himſelf, and ad- 
vantage to the public. 


[No. 6.] 


Aoſtract of the Affidavit of William Anſell, Lieutenant 
of the Royal Hoſpital, Greenwich. | 


SWE ARS, he has been in the Hoſpital four years. 
Deſcribes the faction of landmen, and their en- 
deavours to get the ſole government of the Hoſpital 
into their hands. ä | 5 5 
Atteſts the character of the Lieutenant Governor, 
both in the capacity of a private gentleman and as 
das been the prin- 
cipal means of redreſſing many great and real grievan- 
ces of the men, which has drawn on him the reſent- 
ment of the faction, who have treated him with unde- 
ſerved diſrepect and contempt on that account. 


| 4 3 Hbftratis 
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| DESCRIBES very articularly the carpentets beat- 


ing down the cabins about the men's ears for Mr. Se- 


cretary Ibbetſon, at an unſeaſonable hour, and with- 


out notice. F 
That in conſequence he, as one of the inhabitants, 


lay on the floor for fifteen nights, before the order for 


the births being reſtored, and the cabins built up 


again. VVV 4 
le ſwears, that he is, and has been, obliged to lie 


with his door open for ſeveral years, on account of 
the ſtench of a drain made for the accommodation of 


Lieutenant Beſſon. 3 5 
He ſwears, that he has been yeomen of the Chapel 
for twelve years, and that the reverend Mr. Cooke 
having taken umbrage againſt him for appearing as 
an evidence for the Lieutenant Governor, has be- 
haved to him in ſuch a manner, as to oblige him to 
reſign his ſaid employment of Yeomen of the Cha- 
OED) | | | | 
K He ſwears, that by order of the Chaplains, he has 
conſtantly carried four or five bottles of the Sacra- 
ment wine to their apartments, for their own uſe; 
that only three or four bottles of wine have been uſed 
by the Communicants, and that the Sacrament of 
late has been adminiſtered eight times a year inſtead 
of four times. Se” | 


[No. 8.] 


Abfirat? of the Affidavit of Day and Bonniface, Pen- 
| J co... 
SWEAR to Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon aſſuming 
greater authority in the government of the Hoſpital, 


than his office entitles him to, and of his inſulting 


and barbarouſly and inhumanly beating the ſaid Day, 
ſo as that he was obliged to be carried to the Infirmary. 
That ſaid Ibbetſon never made the leaſt recom- 

nce for the injury, _ 
That he, knowing 


was unwillin 
out of the 


Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon's power, 
to complain, for fear of being turned 
oſpital. , | 


Day ſwears, that ever ſince the ill-uſage received 


from ſaid Secretary, he is troubled with giddineſs in 
his head. 5 | 


[No. 9.] 


Hbftrat? of the Afidavit of Thomas Field and Norman 


| Robinſon, Penſioners and Boatſwains. 


SWEAR to the meaſuring ſeven hundred and 
| ſeventy-two ſheets of the infirmary, on the 24th and 
25th of June laſt, in preſence of the reſpective nurſes ; 
and that there was a deficiency from the ſtandard 
meaſure* of one hundred and eighty-one yards. 


In the Queen's Ward, there was a deficiency of 


forty- four yards in one hundred and ſixty ſheets. 
That in one hundred ſixty ſhirts, which ſhould con- 
tain three yards and a half, there was a deficiency of 
fifty-four yards of cloth. | | 
They ſwear, that both ſheets and ſhirts have been 
ſo ill waſhed for ſome years, that they ſtunk unſuf- 
ferably, the ſame being waſhed, as they believe, in 
hog's dung. | 5 | 


I No. 10.] 


Atftra®t of the Afidavit of Benjamin Hooper and Charles 
Granger, Petty Officers. 

a ; 1 33 

AT TEST, in the ſtrongeſt terms, the bad waſh- 

ing; and that they were generally obliged to have 


*The ſtandard is two yards and a half each long, 
d 


il 


BENCH. 


_ them re-waſhed, and pay for it out of their d-) ſmall | 
poittance of: tobacco- money | 


They deſcribe and complain of the faction; and ſay 
that the Penſioners look to the Lieutenant Governor 
as their moſt zealous friend. „„ 
They deſcribe the villanous extortion of the Ho- 
ſpital Barber forcing the men to pay money for being 
ſhaved, and their being relieved from the oppreſſion 


by the Lieutenant Governor. A ores 
They ſwear to the badneſs and inſufficiency of ſhoes 
and ſtockings. - n | 
They ſwear alſo to the deficiencies in the meaſure 
of all the ſheets in their wards, as well as deficiencies 
in the ſize of the ſhirts. | 


| INo. 11.] 
Aſtrutt of the Affidavit relating to fraudulent Maſters 
2 e Workmen. 

_ SAMUEL PRESTIDGE; late foreman to Mr. 
John Wilmot, Contracting Plaiſterer of the Royal 
Hoſpital at Greenwich; N | 

_ Swears, that about the month of Auguſt 1777, he. 
was put upon the muſter of the Roya] Hoſpital for 
day-wotk, but was ordered by Wilmot to go and. 
work on two private houſes, building in the town o 
Greenwich, where he was employed above fix weeks; 
and all that time muſtered on the work of the Hoſpi- 
tal, without ever being checqued for abſence above 
once. . 

And he ſwears the labourers who attended him 
were taken off the works of the Hoſpital in like man- 
ner as the deponent, and employed in working on 
the ſame houſes; and the ſame has happened at * 


« 


ral other times with him and ſeveral other men. = 
And this deponent ſays, by theſe means the con- 


tractor was paid twice over for all his men ſo muſtered, 
that is to ſay, in the Hoſpital he is paid for them by 


the day, and for the jobs done in the town by admea- 
ſurement. | * 


[No. 12.] 


Aſtra of the Affidavit of Thomas Luan, a Penſioner: 
and employed as a Bricklayer's Labourer. 
SWEARS to encroachments made by the Clerk 


of the Works in turning out tenants who paid rents 
to the Hoſpital from plots of ground occupied by 


them, and monopolizing a large yard on the weſt ſide 


of the Hoſpital, for the greater convenience of his 
coach-houſes, ſtables and cow-houſes. | 

He ſwears to ſeveral underlings having apartments 
who are landmen, | ” 

He ſwears to the delivering great quantities of 
bricks, belonging to the Hoſpital Bricklayer, ar dif- 
ferent times, which he believes were purloined, though 
it was done under a pretence of lending ; that other 
ſtore bricks, under the ſame pretence, were carried to 
the Ducheſs of A—'s on Blackheath. | 
He ſwears, that himſelf and other workmen, whilſt 
on the muſter-roll of the works of the Hofpital, 
have been taken away and employed by the Clerk 
of the Works' Clerk, one Skeene, to repair a houſe 
in Park-Row, Greenwich, belonging to the father- 
in-law of ſaid Skeene ; and to the embezzlement of 
large quantities of coals by the ſaid Skeene, 


Afair of the cleaning the Painted Hall, for which the 
| Hoſpital paid 1000l. 


J OHN BERTELS of King-Street, St. James's, 


London, ſwears he is one of the moſt conſiderable 
picture-dealers and picture-cleaners in Europe. 


That 
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That in the eat 199 5, he particularly viewed the 


| e Hall at Greenwich, in company with the 


Lieutenant Governor Baillie, Mr. Forequet, a capital 
foreign picture- dealer, and two other eminent artiſts ; 
and the Lieutenant Governor being deſirous to know 
their ſentiments, he made an accurate ſurvey ; that 
he would have undertaken to have cleaned, repaired, 
and done every thing neceſſary to the ceiling, walls, 
&c. for the ſum of 400l. and he ſwears he ſhould have 
had a very conſiderable profit. 

And the. deponent ſwears he ſaw the ſame whith 
finiſhed, arid that he would have done it e well, 


if not better for the laid ſum of 40ol. 


THE affidavit of John perso, an eminent 
merchant of pictures, and bred a painter, is to the 
8 85 pott 


[No. 1 my 


. JOHN GLASS ſwears he has the care of ſhewing 
the Painted Hall, and that whilſt the pictures were 


cleaning, he kept an exact account of the number of 
workmen, and of the number of days they were em- 


ployed ; and that, according to an exact calculation 


of their reſpective wages, of which they themſelves 


informed him, the whole amount of labour was 17 tl, 
16s, 6d. without reckoning n | 


No. 1 


JAMES RAY, maſter carpenter, of the pariſh of 
Marybone, ſwears to the bad planning, bad materials, 
and bad work of the New Infirmary, and in conſe- 
quence thereof, that it is in a bad condition, and 
Wants a Foe repair. | 


No. 16.} 


| Ar 7 the Affidavit of Charles Smith and Joby 


—_ Boatſwains. 


SWEAR, that on the reſtoration of the cabins to 


the Penſioners. i in the year 1771, which were taken 


down by means of Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon, moſt of 
the Penſioners of the Hoſpital aſſembled, and went 
to the apartments of Captain Thomas Baillie, and to 
reſtify their gratitude and approbation of the ſuc- 
ceſsful ſtruggle he had made for them, gave him three 
cheers before his windows. 

And the deponent Gibbs perſuaded Smith to bring 


the charity-boys and follow the example of aged ſea- 


men ; he therefore aſſembled his boys, and gave three 
cheers likewiſe to the ſaid Captain Baillie. 

The deponent Charles Smith was ſoon after diſ- 
miſſed from his office of Guardian of the Boys with- 
out trial, when fick in the Infirmary, without being 
guilty of any offence whatever. 

They both ſwear it was through the means and in- 


was diſcharged from his ſaid office. 

Smith ſwears, that the ſmall pittance he received 
from his office had hitherto enabled him to maintain 
a wife and two children ; that by being deprived of 
the little benefits he uſed to enjoy, they were wofully 
impoveriſhed, the wife went on languiſhing in miſery 
and wretchedneſs, he the deponent being able to 
ſpare little or nothing, having the two children to 
maintain ; ſhe continued a conſiderable time in the 
greateſt penury and diſtreſs, and at laſt, for want of 
the common neceſſaries of life, actually expired at 
the gates of the Royal Hoſpital. 

And the deponent Smith ſwears he was obliged to 
put one of his ſaid children in the workhouſe, where, 
as deponent verily believes, ſhe pined for having loſt 


ber tyotier, and ſoon after died. 


SDS... cv CUEU 


| ReMAR x-—One would think the three cheers were 
by this time pretty well revenged—but the ſuffering of 
the poor boys is now to commence, for the humane 
and good-natured Smith, their late guardian, was 
ſucceeded by John Williams, the moſt infer - al ſa- 
vage that ever exiſted, Whether this happened by 


accident or deſign is not mentioned. The following 


affidavits of Robert Farrel and Jamey Wilſon wilt 


exhibit him to view. 


The deponents alſo 3 to Vs Allan of ws 
and wig being three pair in two years. That 
they are of late 2 bad that they do not laſt the 
men near half the time; they are therefore obliged 
to ſpend almoſt all their tobacco-money t to mend 
them and buy others. | 

The deponents both ſwear, that the zeat and at 
tachment of the ſaid Lieutenant-Governor Baillie to 
the cauſe of the Penfioners, and his reforming nu- 
merous abuſes, has brought on him the malice of 
the civil intereſt or faction; but that in return he has 
the good will, eſteem, and love of by far the ie greateſt | 
part if nat All of the Penſioners. | 


* 


be 17. 15 : 


Arat of the Afdavit of Robert Farrell, pense, 
* Seventy-four 1 ears, Nineteen Tears a Penfioner. 


| THE deponent ſwears he has deen an affiſtant to 
ſeveral different guardians of the boys. 

He deſcribes the general joy of the Penfioners on 
the reſtoring the births or cabins; the three cheers 
of the Penſioners and the Charity Boys. to the Lieu- 
tenant- Governor, as a mark of the Penſioners gra- 
titude. 

He ſwears the civil ere took ance at this, 
and for this only, Smith the guardian of the boys was 
diſmiſſed from his office, though a moſt humane 
good man, and proper in every reſpec for his ſtation. 

He deſcribes Williams, the ſucceſſor to Smith, as 
of the moſt cruel and mercileſs temper, frequently | 
gagging the children with iron bed-ſcrews, hand- 
cutting them together whole nights, and keeping 
them without water till they have almoſt periſhed; 
he has ſeen the young creatures reduced to the e dread- 
ful extremity of drinking their own urine. And 
when this deponent has privately conveyed them a 
little water he has been threatened by the above 


monſter of barbarity. 


All this has been repreſented to the Lieutenant- 
Governor Baillie, and the deponent verily believes 
the ſaid Lieutenant- Governor has done all in his 
power to redreſs ſuch crying griev ances, though with- 
out effect, .. -- 

The deponent ſwears he has been diſmiſſed from 
his office by means of ſaid Williams, without any 
trial or examination whatever, and that the oppor- 
tunity of effeCting this was taken wy. the abſence 
of Lieutenant-Governor Baillie, who deponent be- 


fluence of Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon, that the faid Smith lere would, det nave fa i. 


ME MORANDUM-IIt is alledged by the en 
and landmen, that the ward of Charity Boys is not 
under the controul of the Naval Officers. The Guar- 
dians, Nurſes, and under Officers in this uncertainty 
know not where to apply if they ſhould be diſpoſed 
to repreſent the ill management. The dreadful con- 
ſequences appear in the above affidavit, and in other 
affidavits the ſame is corroborated, with the additional 
citcumſtances of naſtineſs, filth, "and ſtench abound- 
ing to ſuch a degree, that thoſe who have viſited the 
ward have been immediately taken with fickneſs, 
rechings, and vomitings, and conſtrained to haſten - 
from the abominable nuiſance. - 

They ſwear, that they have never ren any officer 
vifit it but the Lieutenant-Governor, anche nal i 
wright, ang Lientenant Kerr. | 


„„ RAN DS 


Abſtrasi of the Affidavit of James Wilſon, a Penſioner 


and Aſiſtunt to the Guardian of the Boys Six Tears 


and 4 Half. 


ment to the ſaid office, he ſaw John Williams, the 
Guardian, gagg ſeveral of the boys in a very cruel 
manner with iron bed ſcrews, which he. uſed to tie 
with ſmall cords in their mouths, and keep them in 
that ſituation for an hour together; and he has known 
the ſaid Williams to handcuff two boys together and 
keep them in a dark room all night; and alſo in 
very hot weather to lock the ſaid boys up in little cloſe 
dark rooms till they were juſt famiſhing for want of 


water. He the deponent has ſometimes ſeen them 
drinking their own urine through want of water, 


and that this dep6nent and a brother mate, fince dead, 
| have been frequently reprimanded for giving the boys 
water when they were in that condition, and Williams 
threatened to have his brother mate broke for it. 
In other affidavits ſtripes were laid on the poor 
boys with equal barbarity, ——_ „„ 
The deponent ſwears, That a ſtate of theſe cruel- 
ties were laid before the Council; and afterwards 
as they have heard and believed before the Gover- 
nor Sir Charles Hardy, but' they never heard of any 
redreſs, or that the ſaid Williams was ever reprimanded. 
He ſwears, though he has been ſix years and a 


half in the Boys Ward, he does not know under whoſe 


government he is to ſuppoſe the ward is. 


No. 19.3 


| Hftrad? | of the Affdavits of Elizabeth Bolton, Nurſe | 


_ Eighteen Years in the Hoſpital, and never on the 
Complaint Book, and Mary Roſe, Nurſe Four Years 


and a Half. 


| THEY both ſwear, that they applied to Miſs 
Birt, the Matron of the: Hoſpital, concerning the 
bad waſhing, but not being able to obtain any re- 


dreſs from her, they appeal to the Council of the ” 


Hoſpital, and bring a ſpecimen. The gentlemen 
ſay it ſmelt ſo offenſively that they could ſcarcely bear 
it in the room. V 
They ſwear, That the ſhirts are ſo ſhort that many 
of the men cannot put them in their breeches; and 


that the ſheets are very deficient; that the caps, 


ſtocks, towels, and pillow-caſes are alſo in general 
deficient, excepting thoſe delivered fince the Court of 
Enquiry into the affairs of the Hoſpital, and now they 
are made a proper ſize. 3 | 
Elizabeth Bolton ſwears the gowns and petticoats 
delivered to the nurſes in former times, uſed to be 


very good, and that lately they have not been worth 


half the money they uſed to be. | | 
They both ſwear, that they have been repeatedly 
threatened by Miſs Birt, the Matron, and Captain Ma- 
pleſden, a Captain in the Hoſpital, to be turned out of 
the Hoſpital if they or either of them ſhould be ſeen 
going to the houſe of 'Lieutenant-Governor Baillie ; 
and this threat they underſtand is to intimidate them 
from giving evidence concerning the affairs of the 
Holpital, ©: 7 | 
' They. both ſwear, that the bed, bed ticking, and 
bedding are inferior in quality to what they uſed to 
be, 2 particularly ſince Steward Godby has been 
in office. 0 


(No 40 


Mract of the Affidavit of Thomas Raph, a blind 


Penfioner. 


SWEARS he has been in the Hoſpital eight years, | 
and never been complained of on any account what- 


out o 


5 Abftradt of the Affidavit of William Gough, P enfioner , 


fe 


B E N E H. ä N. 


ever; that he is totally blind, having loſt bis fight on 
the coaſt of Africa. ; | 


He ſwears, that the poſts and rails that were 


_ erected ſeveral years ago almoſt all round the Hoſpi- 


tal, were intended. for the ſafety of the blind and 


lame Penſioners, and bear the name of Blind Men's 


DEPONENT ſwears, that ſoon after his appoint- 


That they ate now All taken away, and in conſe- 


quence, one Robinſon, a Penfioner, has had his leg 
0 


broke, and Newman, a Penſioner, has had his han 
torn, and alſo bruiſed in the body, by being preſt 
againſt a wall by an aſs laden with pots. 

And the deponent ſwears, that he has been in 


very great danger, and thinks he ſhould have been 
killed by a vicious ſtone-horſe had he not met the ac- 
cidental aſſiſtance of another Penſioner, who pulled 


him under a gateway. 


The deponent has ſpoke to the other blind men, 


who ſay they would go to the fartheſt part of the 
globe to ſerve the Lieutenant-Governor, but they dare 
not appear for him, as it is reported that every man 
who gives his evidence in his favour, thall be turned 
? the Hoſpital, otherwiſe deponent believes they 
would all come forward and atteſt in his favour. 
The deponent ſwears to the bad waſhing and in- 
tolerable ſtench of the linen when returned. 


le ſwears, that he has at times ſtuck ſeveral 


pins in his ſhirt when it went to be waſhed, but the 
ſhirt was al ways returned with the pins in the ſame 
places. 
{mall pittance to have his linen re-waſned. 

The deponent further ſays, that when the Court 
of Enquiry was held at Greenwich the deponent 
and ſeveral other blind men attended in order to give 


evidence; but their teſtimony was poſitively refuſed, 


and they were ordered to retire without being heard. 


[No. 21. 
and late Boatſwain of the Jennings Ward, aged Sixty 
four Nears. 12 1 


THIS deponent ſwears, that he has been nine 


years in the Hoſpital; and on the Court of Enquiry 


held at Greenwich, he was in waiting in an outward 
room with ſeveral Penſioners and others. 


And the Rev. Mr. Cooke having paſt and repaſt 


a great number of times, the deponent obſerved John 
White, a Boatſwain, pull off his hat every time the 


ſaid Rev. Mr. Cooke chanced to come by, fo as to 


appear ridiculous or improper; on which Gough told 
White that one ſalute was enough, and that more 
was not expected by any gentleman from a poor man, 
and added that the Rev. Mr. Cooke was not one of 
their commanders. | | 
He ſwears he had not the leaſt intention of giv- 
ing offence or diſreſpect to the ſaid Rev. Chaplain 


„ 


thereby. | 


This converſation was reported to the Chaplain 
by a Publican at Greenwich, who immediately got 


the deponent on the complaint book, and though the 
deponent went and aſked his, the Chaplain's forgive- 
neſs, yet the ſaid Chaplain brought bim before the 
Council and diſcharged him from his office. 

He ſwears to the cuſtom of forgiving the firſt 


fault. This was the firſt he committed in nine 


— 


years. 


have been puniſhed as aforeſaid, had he not appeared 


as an evidence at the Court of Enquiry for the Lieu- 


tenant-Governor Baillie. 


He ſwears to the pipe or drain coming from Lieu- 


tenant Beſſon's new apartments to be the moſt in- 


| tolerable nuiſance. The men of ſeveral cabins being 


obliged to get up from their beds in the night. 
The men refident in the ward have applied ſeveral 
times to the Lieutenant - Governor to have it reme- 


died, 


For five months ſucceſſively he has paid out of his 


He ſwears, that he verily believes he ſhould not 
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of proper food. 


Wm _ Kt 's 


died, but he has riot been able to bring about an 
alteration. Sa NCT EH 

He declares the genetal love and eſteem of the 
Penfioners for the Lieutenant-Governor Baillie—and 


that the land faction eounteract him. 


ſioner, Eighty-nine Years bf Age, Forty-nine Tears at 
Sea, Twenty-four Years @ Penſfioner. | 


HE ſwears to the taking down of the cabins by 


means of Mr. Secretary Ibbetſon, without any pre- 
vious .notice—the reſtoring the cabins—the general 
joy of the Penfioners—the three cheers given to the 
Lieutehant-Governor, all which offended Mr. Se- 
cretary. | 


He ſwears, that he remembers that in the time 
of Lieutenant-Governor Smith, who inhabited Mr. 


Secretary Ibbetſon's preſent apartments, the great 
gallery or paſlage leading to thoſe apartments, as alſo 
to the Victory ward, was all open, and occaſionally 
uftd by Officers and Penſioners; and that the ſame 
has been encloſed to m_ the ſaid apartments, and 
that the ftair-caſe now u 
very narrow one. | . 
And this deponent ſwears, that before the tranſ- 


portation of the contracting Butcher's ſervant, who, 


was permitted to ſteal large quantities of the Pen- 
ſioners meat, and before the conviction of the con- 
tracting Butcher for ſerving the Hoſpital with bull 
beef. | | 

The allowance of this deponent, which ought to 
be a pound of meat five times a week was uſed to be 
ſo ſcanty and ſo bad, that he was very often obliged 
to ſell the ſame for three farthings, a penny, and 


five farthings, not being able to chew or digeſt it, 


and that both the deponent and his wife lived upon 
this allowance, and Pund it very difficult to ſuſtain 
nature. x 155 | E 

The deponent ſwears, that for ſeveral ſummers, 
excepting the laſt, the beer ſerved to the Penſioners 
has been ſo bad, that he has very often thrown it 
away, not being able to drink it. 


He ſwears, that had not a reformation been 


brought about in theſe articles by the perſeverance of 
Lieutenant-Governor Baillie, he verily believes he 
and many more Penſioners would have died for want 

he deponent ſwears, that at the burial of de- 
ponent's wife, which happened about three months 
ago, Mr. Chaplain Cooke, who was performing the 
ſervice, called out to this deponent in the middle of 


aid burial. ſervice, and aſked deponent who gave him 


leave to have his ſaid wife buried there ? Deponent an- 


| twered, that the Lieutenant-Governor Baillie had per - 
mitted it Mr. Chaplain replied, that he had a good 
mind to have the corpſe taken up again, as he had 


not the Governor's leave. 


[No. 24.1 


Aract of the Affidavit of Dorothy Perry, Elizabeth 
Boone, Ann Evett, and Suſanna Jenkins, all Nurſes 


in the Infirmary of the Hoſpital. 


_ SWEAR to a violent outrage—bad waſhing and 
deficiencies—and threats if they ſhould appear as 


evidence. 

That about eleven or twelve o'clock at night on 
the 2d of Feb. 1778, John Huggins, a labourer be- 
longing to Mylne the Clerk of the Works, came 
with the Boatſwain of the guard and three others of 
the guard, with halberts, candle and lanthorn, and 


forced open the door of the room were all the depo- 


nents were a bed in their cabins, and ſaid they came 


by order of Captain Mapleſden, a Captain of the 


4 


ed by ſaid Penſioners ig a 
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Hoſpital, and infiſted upon taking Dorothy Perry out 
of her bed to go before Captain Mapleſden. ; 

Theſe men were deſired to depart, as it was an 
unſeaſonable hour, aud Dorothy Perry ' begged her 
duty might be preſented to the Captain, and that 
ſhe would wait on him at eight in the morning. 
The anſwer was ſatisfactory to the Boatſwain, but 


nothing would fatisfy Huggins, who infiſted Dorothy 
WOT itt PE | 1 oe Beg Perry ſhould be e directly - Whereupon the 
Afra of the Affidavit of William Caverdill, a Pen- | 


ſaid Dorothy Perry and Suſanna Jenkins got up in 
order to go, as they both ſwear they believe Huggins 
ee CHE have dragged out Dorothy Perry by 
That as ſoon as the faid Dorothy Perry came near 
the apartments of the ſaid Captain Mapleſden, ſhe 
ran away to the apartments of the Rev. Mr. Cooke 
and implored his protection, as he had profeſſed a 
friendſhip for her, but he, ſaid Cooke, only encoura- 
d her to go down, and told. her: the ſaid Captain 


Mapleſden would not venture to lotk her up again, 


as he had done the day before; but during this con- 
verſation the Boatſwain followed them ſwearing dread- 
fully, and took them away to ſaid Mapleſden, who 
received them himſelf at the door, and damning the 
3 Suſanna Jenkins, locked her up in the 
And the deponent Perry for herſelf ſays, that 


Captain Mapleſden then took her into an inner room 


and locked the door upon her, and kept her till near 
one o'clock in the morning, ſwearing that ſhe ſhould 
not be let out till ſhe paid him eight pounds four 
ſhillings for his houſekeeper, being the expences in- 
curred by ſaid houſekeeper in proſecuting ſaid Dorothy 
Perry, in a ſuit inſtituted againſt the ſaid Dorothy 
Perry in the ſpiritual court, wherein the ſaid houſe- 
* did not ſucceed. | | 

Whereupon the ſaid Dorothy Perry complains to the 
Lieutenant-Governor, who refers her to the Council, 
where Dorothy Perry prefers a petition of complaint 
againſt Huggins 

The council happened to conſiſt of Naval Officers, 
who order Huggins upon the complaint book. 
That on the 10th of February, Captain Mapleſ- 
den ſent for deponent Dorothy Perry, and defired 
her to take the ſaid Huggins off the complaint 
book, or he would be the deſtruction of her and her 
children. Tg 8 PER # 

And he the ſaid Captain Mapleſden offered the 
deponent twenty guineas if ſhe would ſwear that 
Lieutenant-Governor Baillie had forced her to com- 


plain to the Council; and which ſum he has many 


times offered her if ſhe would ſwear that the ſaid 
Lieutenant-Governor Baillie perſuaded her to- com- 
mence an action at law againſt the ſaid Mapleſden— 
which ſhe has ſince done on the ill uſage already 


mentioned. 


The deponent poſitively ſwears the Lieutenant- 
Governor Baillie did not directly or indirectly en- 
deavour to influence her on theſe occaſions. 

The deponent ſwears, that when the Council 
aſſembled to examine into ſaid matters, the two 
Chaplains, the ſaid Captain Mapleſden, and Godby 


the Steward being preſent at the Council, with two 
' Lieutenants their friends, a 


She was hurt at their manner, three, four, and 
five of them ſpeaking at once, and eagerly putting to 
her the ſame queſtion, will you or will you not with- 
draw your complaint? To which ſhe anſwered ſne 
expected juſtice. But the ſame queſtion was voci- 
ferouſly urged. | J 

Deponent ſwears ſhe was frightened at the angry 
manner of the majority of the Council, and therefore 
conſented, againſt her inclination, to withdraw the 
complaint; but the deponent ſaid ſhe hoped to have 
redreſs elſewhere. The Rev. Mr. Maule hereupon 
told her, if ſhe ever mentioned the matter he would 
give his vote to expel her the Hoſpital. | 

Captain Mapleſden ſoon after ſends for deponent 
Perry, and endeavours to perſuade her to drop the 
action at law, to which deponent conſented, if ſaid 
| | Mapleſden 


K IN G'S 


8. Mapleſden would pay the Jaw charges, which he re- | 


fuſed, and with many threats and ill language, pro- 
voked her to ſay ſhe had been already forced to with- 
draw her complaint againſt Huggins. Upon theſe 
words, Captain Mapleſden, * ſix weeks after they had 
' been ſpoken, grounds a complaint againſt deponent 
Perry, and from a motive of revenge, complained to 
the Council ; and the deponent believes, through the 
influence of himſelf, the two Chaplains, and the 
Steward Godby, obtained the deponent to be ſuſ- 
pended from all advantages of her office for three 
months, under the pretence that deponent had re- 
flected on the juſtice and honout of the Council 
and alſo procured deponent's ſon, who had been in 
the Charity-ſchool of ſaid Hoſpital ſixteen months, 
ro be expelled from the ſame; though the boy had 
been introduced by the recommendation of ſaid Ma- 
e,, ES ono ne ett hr 
The deponents Elizabeth Boone, Ann Evet, and 
Suſanna Jenkins, further ſay, that on the 16th day of 
Auguſt, 1778, Miſs Power, Matron of the Infirmary, 
came ta theſe deponents in their room, and threatened 


theſe deponents, that if they went to the Houſe of 


the Lieutenant Governor Baillie, or if they ſaw any 
other nurſe go, and did not inform the Governor, Sir 
Charles Hardy, thereof, they would be expelled the 
ſaid Hoſpital, as well as the ſaid Thomas Baillie, _ 

That rheſe were the ſaid Governor's orders, that 
there was a watch ſet over them day and night. 


Theſe deponents believe theſe threats were intend- © | 
ed to intimidate the deponents from giving evidence _ 


concerning the affairs of the Hoſpital. _ 


Theſe deponents ſwear, that the linen of the In- 
firmary, was of late ſo badly waſhed, and comes from 
the laundry in ſo ſtinking and naſty a condition, that 
it was not fit for any men, either ſick or in health, to 
wear; and that it is in general deficient in quantity 
from the ſtandard meaſu re. 


N. B. Lieutenant Anſell, in his ſupplemental affi- 
davit filed in the, King's Bench, confirms what nurſe 
Perry hath ſaid concerning the conduct of the Coun- 
cit, when ſhe appeared before them upon her com- 


plaint againſt Huggins. 
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I QVo. 25.] f of 
Abſeradt of the Afidavit of Mr. Toye and Mr. Willet, 
. Hiaſers, Southwark. © 
_ SWEAR they examined about forty pair of the 
men's hoſe, and that the ſaid hoſe are inadequate to 
the purpoſe of two pairs, laſting three years. 
That they were completely worn out in half the 
time. That they are what are uſually ſerved to work- 
houſes; that they are not ſo good as what are made 
for town or country trade, ſuch being made of dou- 
ble yarn, and the Hoſpital ſtockings of ſingle yarn ; 
and that they could not have been ſound hoſe when 
delivered, but on the contrary damaged by moths. 


[No. 26.] 


Abſtraft of the Affidavit of William Gregory, the Par- 
| ſon's Clerk. 5 N 


HE ſwears, that the reverend Mr. Cooke preaches 
and points his ſermons to particular perſons, whom 
the deponent does not chuſe to name. 

He ſwears, that the Penſioners are very indecently 
buried; and that a conſiderable incroachment has 
been lately made upon the burying ground, by plant- 
ing trees and making walks therein. That the ſaid 
ground was too ſmall before. a 
He ſwears, that the Clergymen, for fear of catch- 
ing cold, bury the dead ſtanding in a machine, re- 

* 5 ; 


* Complaints ſhould be made in twenty-four hours. 
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ſembling a centry box, which four poor Penſiohers 
are obliged to carry from grave to grave. | 


The ſeveral Counſel for Captain Baillie were fur- 
niſhed with copies at large of theſe Affidavits, and 
alſo of the Defendant's, in ſuppott of the printed 
Caſe. | " 
. : In the King's Bench, 
V Monday, November 23, 1778. 
The King againſt Thomas Baillie, Eſquire, 
© Lieutenant Governor of the Royal Hofvital 
gat Greenwich, | | 
This cauſe came before the Court upon the follow- 
ing rule being granted on July 7, 1778, viz. ; 
.: Tueſday next, after three weeks from the day of 
the Holy Trinity, in the eighteenth year of King 
George the Third. | H 


KENT.— Upon reading the ſeveral affidavits of 
James Stuart, Eſquire, and two others, the ſaid 
James Stuart and another, Robert Mylne and 
another, John Godby and another, John Ibbet- 
ſon, Eſq. and another, and of the reverend John 
Cooke, clerk, and another, it is ordered that the 

- firſt day of next term be given to Thomas Bail- 
lie, Eſquire, to ſhew cauſe why an information 
or informations ſhould not be exhibited againſt 
him for certain miſdemeanours, in publiſhing 
certain ſcandalous libels, upon notice of this 
rule to be given to him in the mean time. | 

On the motion of Mr. Solicitor General, 
„Vf. By the Court. 
The joint affidavit of James Stuart, Thomas Hicks, 
and the reverend John Cooke, three of the Direc- 
tors, was read, and alſo the affidavit of Thomas Bail- 
lie, Eſq. defendant, in anſwer to theirs ; the ſeparate 

affidavit of James Stuart, as Surveyor, was alſo read, 
and the affidavit of Robert Mylne, Clerk of the 
Works, was begun. But the Court aſked, if all the 
complainants went through what was ſaid with re- 
ſpect to themſelves, and being anſwered, Yes, deſired 
Mr. Bearcroft to proceed in ſhewing cauſe, and re- 


.. ſerve thoſe affidavits till they were thought neceſſary 
to be read, | l 


Tbe Speech of Mi. Bearcroft, leading Counſel for Cap- 
ag Sp tain Baillie. no 
My Lord, 


THIS is an application for leave to file one or more 
informations againſt Captain Baillie, Lieutenant Go- 
vernor of Greenwich Hoſpital, as the author and pu- 
bliſher of a printed libel, upon the gentlemen who 
are named in the rule; three of them as Directors of 
che Hoſpital, and upon Mr. Stuart, in the ſeparate 
character of Surveyor of the Hoſpital, Mr. Mylne as 
Clerk of the Works, Mr. Godby as Steward of the 
Hoſpital, and Mr. Ibbetſon as Secretary to the Di- 
rectors, together with the reverend Mr. John Cooke 


as Chaplain of the Hoſpital. 


My Lord, this rule is for leave to file one or more 
informations, and, I obſerved, one of your Lord- 


ſhips aſked juſt now, why it was, that ſeparate affi- 


davits were made by the ſame perſons of matter con- 
tained in the ſame book? I beg leave to anſwer, 
that it was for the purpoſe of adding to the oppreſ- 
ſion and vexation, which the proſecutors meditated 
againſt Captain Baillie, becauſe thoſe purpoles would 
be better anſwered by ſix informations than one; but 
Mr. Solicitor General, with more mercy, though 
perhaps not a great deal more judgment, than his 
clients, thought they had a better chance to ſucceed 
in one than in ſix informations. I remember upon 
his. inſtance, it was, that the motion for the ſix infor- 
mations was conſolidated into one rule. 

My Lord, I have no difficulty to ſay, I thought 
the judgment of the proſecutors very extraordinary, 


7 For this, and ſuch other pretty ſervices, he has ſince been made Lieutenant Governor. 


e | | in 
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in making this motion; for by taking this ſtep, it is 
likely to call down the attention of the public to the 
tranſactions in Greenwich Hoſpital for many years 
laſt paſt : however, upon the preſent occaſion, I find 
it my duty to contend before your Lordſhip, this 
rule ought to be diſcharged, and diſcharged with 
_ coſts, otherwiſe the Court will not do juſtice to Cap- 
tain Baillie, neither will they do that juſtice upon the 
proſecutors of this rule, which they deſerve, for 
daring to make this kind of plication. My Lord, 
from the principles of juſtice, I apprehend, and have 
ho doubt, the Court will ſoon believe, this printed 
book, which is now attempted to be proſecuted as a 
libel, is ſo far from deſerving that name, that it tells 
a tale to the public, which it is fit the public ſhould 
be acquainted with ; that it is a merit in the pa 
that has ſtated it; that he has proceeded in all the cir- 
cumſtances, that have been printed in this book, that 
does him great credit and honour, ' _. 
My Lord, in order for the Court to underſtand the 


matter now before them at all, it will be neceſſary, in 


the firſt place, for the Court to know the conſtitution 
of Greenwich Hoſpital, ſo far as it ſtands at preſent. 
The Corporation conſiſts in general of ſome of 
the firſt characters, in point of rank and ability, in 
the nation, who are all Governors and Commiſſioners, 
who have a power, if they pleaſe to exerciſe it, of 
controuling and directing every thing, in reſpect to 
the management of the Hoſpital : but as it can- 
not be ſuppoſed, all the perſons there named, who 


are in high ſituations, and employed in matters of p 


great importance to the ſtate, can attend to the bu- 
Cneſs of the Hoſpital, in fact, it has happened, 
that but few of the Governors have attended to the 
affairs of Greenwich Hoſpital © 
They have power to hold General Courts, and 
General Meetings of Governors and Commiſſioners, 
in which they give abſolute directions, touching any 
thing they think proper. But the immediate buſi- 
neſs of the Hoſpital has been conſtantly done by a 
body of perſons, conſtituted by the Charter, and called 
the Directors, and by other perſons, within the Hoſpi- 
tal, called the Governorand Council; the departments 
of theſe two ſeparate deſcriptions of men, the Pi- 
rectors, and the Governor and Council, are very dif- 
ferent: it is the buſineſs of the Directors to ſuper- 
intend and direct every thing that relates to the re- 
venue, accounts, contracts, and building, and every 
thing, in ſhort, that relates to money matters, for the 
real internal and external intereſt, if I may ſo call it, 
of the Hoſpital. 5 | 
It is the buſineſs of the Governor and Council, 


who are or ought to be Naval Officers, to protect the 


numerous objects of the eſtabliſkment, to direct and 
controul rhe internal government of the Hoſpital, 
and ſee there is good behaviour and proper ſubordi- 
nation obſerved therein, and that every thing is con- 
ducted agreeable to the rules of the Hoſpital ; theſe 
are the two ſeparate departments of the Directors, 
upon the one hand, and the Governor and Council, 
upon the other hand. „ "Is 

My Client, Captain Baillie, in 1761, came into 
the Hoſpital, being diſabled in the ſervice of his 
country, and was a Captain upon the eſtabliſhment, 
as it is called—about five years ago, he ſucceeded to 
the ſecond office, that of Lieutenant Governor; I 
beg pardon, for ſaying ſucceeded, I mean to take 
away, according to the information I have had, the 
flander which has been induſtriouſly ſpread againſt 
Captain Baillie, as if by his proceedings, in the 
courſe he had taken in the ſubject before the Court, 
he had been ſuſpended for ingratitude, or what is 
called flying in the face of his patrons and benefac- 
tors: it was certainly not ſo—his character has been 
inquired into, and he is found a perſon as incapable 
as any man living, of being guilty of any baſeneſs. 


charges to which the anſwers are applied. 


B E N G H. 
My Lord, I faid he ſucceeded, I don't mean that 


it was an abſolute right, but it is ſo much of courſe, 


that the next ſenior Captain, when there becomes a 
vacancy, ſhould ſucceed to the office of Lieutenant 
Governor, provided there is no ohjection to his cha- 
rater; and from the good behaviour of Captain 
Baillie, it ſeems there never was the leaſt objection to 
his character or condu t. 

My Lord, I will firſt make a few obſervations, as 


which oy e is made to the Court. Sti 
18 


Your Lordſhip will now ſee why they choſe to 


« as they tend to criminate us A. B. and C. they are 


& all falſe.” Then the reaſon is obvious, why they 


did not pick out the particular charges; it is, becauſe 
they thought they might ſhelter themſelves under the 
general expreſſion o far as they tend to criminate us, 
they are all falſe; and, I know, they could not ſtate, 
in this application to the Court, the particular charges, 
and do what was incumbent upon them to do— 
to ſwear they are falſe—for they know them to be true. 

Thoſe are the obſervations upon the affidavits that 
have been read, and I call upon my learned friends to 
know, whether, in all they have read, this is not the 
courſe conſtantly taken, and I ſubmit no other reaſon 
can be given for it. My Lord, it is extremely diffi- 
cult to attempt it, if I was correct enough in my in- 
ſtructions to do it, to attend to all the particular 
charges, and anſwer them ſeparately; it would take 
up an infinite deal of time. It is ſufficient, that two 
of their affidavits have been read; but I will ſtate to 
your Lordſhip the nature of certain charges, and 
the anſwers to thoſe oharges, in which the Court will 
ſee ſufficient to lead their attention to the other affi- 
davits, when they come to be read, and what are the 

Captain Baillie firſt of all ſays in his affidavit, an 

I truſt nobody will think it improper to ſtate to your 
Lordſhip, as he has a proper authority for ſo doing, 
That he has ferved his King and country for near 


forty years ; that he has rifen to the rank he held 


when he was appointed to the Hoſpital, which was 
conſiderable, in conſequenee of his courage and con- 
duct ſhewn upon many occafions, which is ſhortly 
pointed out, not by any intereſt or influence, but by 
good behaviour only, recorded at the Admiralty ;*. 


thus he finds himſelf in the ſituation of Lieutenant 


Governor, who is in truth the firſt reſident officer of 
Greenwich Hoſpital. It is his buſineſs to look daily 
into the affairs of the Hoſpital, to ſee what they are 


* See Mr. Cleveland's Letter (late Secretary to the Admiralty) to Captain Baillie, on "he zoth March, 1757, in the laſt page of 
Houſe of Lords, which happened during the adminiſtration of the late Right Honourable Earl Temple, at the Admiralty, to whom 


C.ptain Baillie was entirely unknown. 


abour, 
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about, and how the ſeamen are provided for. In 
this fituation he tells your Lordſhip, for a confider- 
able time paſt he obſeryed certain abuſes, which when 
they come to be attended to, are of a ſort and ſize 


which not only juſtifies what be has done upon this 
caſe, but that his duty actually called upon him te 
do it. He ſays that very ſoon after his appointment 
he faw a great number of the rooms and the cabins, 
which were appropriated for the accommodation of 
the ſeamen, taken away for the purpoſe of aceom- 
modating landmen, as I fe the phraſe is in che 
Hoſpitalz and your Lordthip may fee theſe complaints 


frequently reiterated in his printed Caſe, of r | 
- notorious, that a great number of landmen have of 


#4 


late years been introduced into the ſeveral places, as 
Officers and Servants of Greenwich Hoſpital, who 
by the Charter expfeſsly ought nor, and in the nature 
of things, in point of euſtom and uſage, thoſe offices 
ought to have been filled with ſeafaring men. There 


are x great number of facts, of the cabins of the 
feamen being taken away, to introduce and accom- 


modate landmen into offices and lodgings, in the 
Hoſpital, - This ſhews Mr. Secretary Ibberfon's ſe- 
parate application might have been with great pro- 
priety made general, it falls under the general head 


of complaint. I think eleven of the cabins were 


knocked down almoſt about the poor fellows ears, 
to make an apartment ftill more magnificent for Mr. 


Ibbetſon, and double that number for his clerk. 1 


cannot expreſs myſelf better upon the ſubject, than 
one of the poor Penſioners did upon the occaſion, as 
he was pulled out of his bed and hobbling down 
ſtairs, the old man ſhook his head and faid, Ah! 
this is very hard indeed? that, ſo many fighting men 
ſhould be turned out of their beds for one wrong 
man; as I have already ftated to the Court, a va 
number of offices, which were lucrative, and in the 
bands of feamen formerly, have now got into the 
hands of landmen. VVV 
In doing my duty by my client, 1 cannot help 
following his inſtructions. It ſeems he has found 
out that by a moſt wonderful operation of fortuitous 
events, a particular ſort of men which you find in 
all theſe places, are freeholders or burgeſſes of Hun- 
tingdon. So far it is neceſſary to take notice; for if 
not, the whole of the complaint, at leaſt moſt of it 
i attributed to ſuch kind of proceeding, which ac- 
counts for moſt of the ſubjects I have ſpoke of. 
Court. What fays the Charter about it? | 
Mr. Murphy. It excludes perſons that are free- 
| holders or burgefles of all counties, as well as Hun- 
tingdon, if not ſeafaring men; the words are, No 
Officer ſhall be employed in the Hoſpital but 
« ſeafaring men, or ſuch who have loſt their limbs, 
« or been otherwiſe diſabled in the ſea-ſervice. 
Court. I doubt whether they will find a writing 
man taken notice of there as excluded? _ 
Mr. Bearcroft, Captain Baillie ſays he was ex- 
ceedingly unwilling to take the courſe he did. He 
lays upon his taking notice of the ſeveral abuſes 
committed, he the Lieutenant-Governor and the 
Council did frequently apply to the Directors in or- 
der to remedy ſuch abuſes, but their applications 
were in vain, and cold water was thrown on them. 
He ſtates to your Lordſhip that he applied ſeveral 
times in writing to the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty 
without effect; and upon an interview with his Lord- 
ſhip at the Admiralty, he was told he would not let 
buſineſs go on—but not content with having his ap- 
plication thus rejected by the Firſt Lord of the Ad- 


miralty, Captain Baillie ſwears he left his printed 
Caſe and Memorial ſealed up with a Letter for Lord 


Sandwich, requeſting that his Lordſhip would look 
into the affairs of the Hoſpital; that on the ninth or 
tenth day he ſaw his Lordſhip, who abruptly. told 
him, in the preſence of Mr. Stephens, the Secretary, 
that he had no commands for him. After ſuch re- 
ception, and not before, Captain Baillie ſeeing, and 
to his honour feeling, as it became him to do, the 


4 


diſcharge this rule with coſts. 
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injuries that were daily ariſing to the objects of his 
care, thought there was no poflible chance of redreſs, 
dut by applying to the body of the Commiſſioners 
and Governors at large, to whom he did apply on 
the tenth day. And he ſwears pofitively, that his 
printed Caſe, which theſe Gentlemen that proſecute 
the rule ſind to be a libel upon them, was printed 
ſolely for the purpoſe of laying before each ſeparate 
Governor and Commiſfioner of the Hoſpital, the na- 
ture of his complaints, in order to beget an attention 
in them, and to procure, if poſſible, by that means 
an efficient General Court, that might inquire intd 
and reform the abufes, Fhis he poſſitively ſwears 
was his ſole object in compiling,” in printing, and 


{+1 gt? 


In the firſt place, my Lord, I take, it to be the 
eſtabliſhed practice of this Court in all caſes, upon a 
motion for an information for a libel, to grant a rule 
of the information be true, though in point of law it 
is nevertheleſs a libel for being true; yet the Court 
will not permit them to go on in this extraordinary 
way for an information, "eſpecially if your Lordſhips 
find this printed Caſe was not printed for the purpoſe 
of publication to the world, nor for the pur; of of 
expoſing particular perfons to the public; but for the 


mere purpoſe of ſtating facts in a plain, but in a 
ſtrong manner; and it was fit in this caſe he ſhould 


ſtate them, as he has in a very pungent manver in 
many parts of it. If that be the complexion of the 
buſineſs, I truſt your Lordſhips will mo undoubtedly 


F 


Now, my Lord, I will go through ſhortly, ag 
welt as I can, thoſe parts of their affidavit which 
ſtate the ſuppoſed charges upon them, as far as they 
condeſcend to particulars at all, and explain very 


; ſhortly the anſwer Captain Baillie gives to their com- 


plaint, which anſwer I may once for all fay is 
chiefly thus: that true it is, I did mean all this you 
ſuppoſe me to mean in general, and more particu- . 
larly, and it is all true; and Captain Baillie has 

himſelf gone through the particulars, and ſworn they 
are abfolutely true ; and notwithſtanding the pains 


taken at different times to prevent the Officers and 


Penſioners from making any voluntary affidavits, and 


every mortal of Greenwich Hoſpital believe the 


committed a very great offence againſt the high 
powers, and would be puniſhed at proper opportu- 
nity if they did; yet it 1s not to be wondered there 
were to be found amongſt ſuch gallant officers and 
ſeamen, a great number of perſons who joined with 
Mr. Bailtie in proving the truth of the facts of every 
charge, which the proſecutors choſe to pick out, and 
put in their affidavits in their own way, and upon 
which they found their application to the Court. 
My Lord, the nature of the firſt charge your 
Lordſhip finds by the affidavits is, Though there 
are twenty-four Directors, yet in truth ſome of them 
very ſeldom attend, except for the purpoſe of pre- 
ſenting or nominating a Charity Boy upon the foun- 
dation—that others ſeldom interfere in the buſineſs 
or ſtay after the Secretary has taken notice of their 
being preſent, and that only to give a ſanction to the 
proceedings of the Court.” This is a fort of thing 
upon the mere ſtating, every body would hardly be- 
lieve, but Captain Baillie ſwears it to be true, and if 
the books of the Hoſpital were referred toy it would 
appear ſo: and many of the twenty-four Directors 


hardly 


_ plains, the Commiſſioners and. 
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hardly ever attend at all, others attend for the pur- 


ſe of ſome little emolument to themſelves. Your 
Lordſhips ſeem ſurprized that theſe charges ſhould 
be ſtated as true, but many of thoſe Gentlemen re- 


ceive ten ſhillings for their daily attendance ; ; not- 


withſtanding the Charter allows that ten ſhillings, it 


is given under this reſtriction, to thoſe c ſhall think 


reaſonable to demand it; how ſhameful it is to demand 
it! yet the demand is always made. 15 


Tbe Directors who chiefly attend, it is ſtated, are 
the very perſons concerned in the receipts and ex- 


penditure of the Hoſpital money; that is ſworn to be 


true, and it moſt undoubtedly is, ſo, that the perſons 
uſually attending, are thoſe Gentlemen who are ſo 
nearly concerned. The Surveyor of the Hoſpital 
and Receiver of the monthly Six-pences from every 
ſeaman in the merchant ſervice, and the perſons now 
complaining to this court, are the perſons that uſually 
do attend. ee ot eto 
Mr. Baillie ſays, and inſiſts it is true, that he has 


very often complained of this, but he has not had 
any redreſs at the meeting of- the Directors, though 


he is one by virtue of his office; he alſo preſſed them 
to enquire into the accounts and the vouchers of the 
Receiver of the Six-pences, but Mr. Hicks himſelf 
was always preſent as a Director, and interfered 
and prevented any cloſe examination of thoſe - ac- 
counts. Barn Pr J 

le ſays and ſwears to the fact of the freedom of 
debate being interrupted, and it. is notorious it muſt 
be ſo, and there ought to be a freedom of enquiry 
into the money expended, and into the ſtate of the 


accounts; but that has been prevented by theſe acting 
Directors, thoſe perſons being preſent who were to 
allow their own accounts, and their preſence muſt 


have a conſiderable weight when ſuch enquiry was 
to be made; the court muſt ſee as I do what muſt be 
the conſequence. Then it ſeems Mr. Hicks was 
never at ſea in his life, but is a freeholder of Hun- 


C 
Court. What is his office? 


5 


am perfectly correct in the ſum) the prize money 
unclaimed amounts to 70, ooo. and upwards, 


Now, my Lord, as for the Prize-Agents, it is 
not their interelt to ſettle accounts with the Hoſpital, 


but to keep the prize money in their hands. It is 
the buſineſs of the Directors to compel thoſe accounts 
and thep ayment of the balance, the reaſon is obvious. 
Court. How are the Directors made, named, or 
appointed ? 5 5 
Mr. Bearcroft. They are named by the Charter. 
Court. How are the vacancies filled up? _ 
Mr. Murphy. By the Lords of the + dmiralty, _ 
Mr. Bearcroft, My Lord, Mr. Baillie. is com- 
plained of for having ſaid, in his book, that the in- 
dependent Directors ſeldom interfere in the buſineſs, 
though they happen to be preſent, having found by 
experience it is totally uſeleſs : this the complainants 
chuſe to ſuppole relates to them. To this Mr. Bail- 
lie anſwers, with great truth, and ſome humour, that 


* 


when he ſpeaks of the independent members, he 


does not mean to ſpeak of the reverend Mr. Cooke, 


Mr. Stuart, or Mr. Hicks. 


Mr. Solicitor General. Mr. Baillie is a Director 
now. | hs 5 5 
Mr. Bearcroft. He is nothing now, he is ſuſ- 
pended from his office, in conſequence of the pro- 
ceedings, at what was called a Committee of En- 
quiry. It is wonderful ro conceive, how it ſhould 
get into their affidavit, that Captain Baillie com- 
n at large 


ferior Les in particular, one char 


are never ſummoned Is it not true? Tour Lord- 

ſhip may know it though you are a Governor, you 
never had a ſumm ons 

Earl of Mangſield. No, I never had. 


Air. I. Willes, I did not know I was a Governor 


| till now. 


Mr. Bearcroft. My Lord, it is fit all the members 
of a Corporation ſhould be ſummoned; and I am a 
little aſtoniſhed it has not created a new place of 
ſummoner, or ſomething of that ſort; it might be 
worth purchaſing perhags, but nothing of that ſort 
is done. It is, however, a ſubject of complaint that 
they have never been ſummoned. 
Court. It would be a large ſummons, I perceive, 
D/ nt He nf, ped 8 
Mr. Bearcroft. Amongſt the reſt of the facts there 
is this one. I ſee that there is a charge in the ſup- 
poſed libel of a deficiency in one Ellis, the Steward's 
accounts, of three thouſand five hundred and fifty odd 
Dounds, and likewiſe agreat quantity of ſtores, to a con- 
Rderable amount in point of value—this is notorioufly 
true—it is ſworn to by Captain Baillie, as appears by 
his affidayit, and others, that this Steward Ellis was 
deficient. that ſum, and he was permitted to lurk 
about the office a conſiderable time without proſe. 
cution, or any method taken to get the money; at 
laſt he abſconded, and no enquiry was made farther 
about the matter. This is one of the charges in the 
book againſt the Directors, and this is literally true, 
though they are pleaſed to call it a ſuppoſed deficien- 


cy. My Lord, I forbear, though I ſee I have notes 


of many circumſtances, not ſo well worth while to 


go into, but amongſt other things it is fit to attend 


to this charge, that is, that for the emolument of 
the perſons concerned, the Penſioners have been 
ſerved with bad meat of all kinds, and of a very in- 
is ſtated, and 
that part of it, I am ſure, is true; I am perſuaded 
it is in your Lordſhip's memory, that the contracting 
butcher, Melliſh, I think the name is, who contracted 
to furniſh the beſt of meat, and to be paid the beſt 
price; whereas it was proved he furniſned meat of a 
very inferior kind, ſuch as bull beef, and putrid veal. 
Court. Bull-ſtag-beef is the phraſe for it. 

Mr. Bearcroft. Your Lordſhip will find the breach 
of contract was a long time before it was proſecuted, 
and at laſt, the penalties were not inſiſted ùpon; and 
they were, in my apprehenſion, very improperly com- 
pounded ; and that ſame butcher was afterwards con- 
crafted with, and ſtill ſupplies the Hoſpital, though 
it was known he dealt with the butchers in the neigh- 
bourhood for bad meat of all kinds; what ſignifies 
the contract, if he has in many inſtances incurred 
penalties, to a very great amount indeed, by having 
totally diſregarded the contract, in ſupplying bull 
and bull- ſtag- beef. Og 

Court. Was he not twice proſecuted ? 45 

Mr. Bearcroft. Les, my Lord, my affidavits prove 
it, and ſtate that all the particulars are true. Then 
it ſtates that the apartments of ſeveral landmen in 
offices were enlarged, and a great number of ex- 
pences incurred to make alterations and additional 
buildings by no means neceſſary; whilſt the poor Pen- 
ſioners had beſides, bad beef, bad beer, bad waſhing, 
bad ſhoes and ſtockings ; and to ſhew the proceedings 
to be groſs to a degree of ſhame, there is a charge 
of perſons conveying large quantities of water thro' 
pipes into the ſmall beer, and ſworn to be true. 
There are ſome paintings in the Hoſpital, that are 
ſhewn to ſtrangers and others. It ſeems they want- 
ed cleaning, and there was one thouſand pounds paid 
by the Directors, which is a very large ſum of mo- 
ney, for the purpoſe of cleaning theſe pictures; and 
when the particulars of the real expence are gone 
into, it turns out that one hundred and fifty pounds 
or two hundred pounds, was the expence really and 
truly incurred, and what was neceſſary, might have 
been done for leſs, if they had choſe it theſe are 
the ſort of complaints that have been enumerated by 
9 . n Captain 
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Captain Baillie, which, he laid before the firſt Lord 
| of the Admiralty, having frequently _—_ to the 

Directors in vain : however, it did at la produce a 
Committee of Inquiry, and that Committee acted 
contrary to the true ſpirit of ſuck a Committee; Mr. 
Baillie applied to the Board of Admiralty for. a fair 
and regular inquiry into the truth of rhoſe charges, 
for the purpoſe of general reformation. But your 
Lordſhip will ſee by the manner of appointing the 
Committee, and permit me to ſay, by the conduct of 
thoſe - gentlemen, at their ſeveral meetings, it was 
clearly ſhewn their object was not for enquiring into 
facts for the purpoſe of redreſſing grievances, but 
their great object was, if they could, to find ſome 
charge, right or wrong, againſt Mr. Baillie, to turn 
him out of his office in the Hoſpital—that was the 
object of their enquiry. Your Lordſhip ſees Cap- 
rain Baillie's complaint is againſt the Directors. Your 
Lordſhip will be ſurpriſed to learn, that when appli- 
cation was made to Lord Sandwich for an appoint- 
ment of diſintereſted perſons to make an enquiry, 
his Lordſhip very coolly applied to Mr. Baillie, and 
deſired him to name ſeven Directors; ſays Mr. Bail- 
lie, that is ſtrange indeed, my complaint is againſt 
the Directors —it ſhould be Governors and Com- 
miſſioners, that are not Directors. — Says his Lordſhip, 
if you will not name them, I will name them for 
you, and Lord Sandwich appointed ſeven perſons, 
all of whom are Directors, and without making any 
obſervations, I will repeat to your Lordſhip who they 
are, and their ſituation. The firſt perſon is Sir Mey- 


rick Burrell, of whom. I ſhall ſay nothing, but that 
he attended only once, and I verily believe he was 


heartily aſhamed of what was going forward, and 
therefore-did not attend any more. The next upon 
the liſt is Mr, Peregrine Cuſt, who attended. all the 
meetings, except the laſt; and his abſence Captain 
Baillie had reaſon to regret, for in the courſe of the 
ſittings of the Committee, when Mr. Baillie complain- 
ed, and with truth, that his witneſſes were not heard, 
and he not permitted to proye the ſeveral charges 
in his book, he was interrupted, inſulted, and abuſed 
by ſeveral of the parties, particularly by Mr. Mylne ; 
he was called a blackguard and a liar by the reverend 
Mr. Cooke Mr. Cuſt ſaid, Be patient, Captain Bail- 
lie, I promiſe you, before this buſinefs cloſes, it will 
take a great deal of time, yourſelf and all your wit- 
neſſes ſhall be fairly heard; on this account, his ab- 


ſence, Mr. Baillie had great reaſon to regret: but 


towards the cloſe» of the buſineſs, on the laſt day, 
there attended one Captain Barker in his room, and 
this Captain Barker was extremely angry with Mr. 
Baillie for taking upon him to doubt, in any inſtance, 
of the propriety. of the conduct of the Directors; 
and whenever Mr. Baillie interfered, and deſired to 
be heard to prove his allegations, the general anſwer 
of Mr. Barker was this, Why, Sir, what do you 
mean, by charging ſuch people as the Directors? 
Their having done a thing, is proof enough they have 
done right and proper, and there is no ground to im- 
peach the conduct of ſuch gentlemen as they are, 
and I will not ſuffer it: and Mr, Barker was as good 
as. his word, for notwithſtanding the promiſe Mr. 


Cuſt made, to hear Captain Baillie, he found all of 
a ſudden the buſineſs cloſed, and Mr, Baillie was 


turned out, and told, the Court would ſit but one 
day more, and that only for the purpoſe of making 
a report to the Admiralty, which report Captain 
Baillie never has ſeen nor knows, but by the effect of 
it. It ſeems he has been ſuſpended for ſome months 
from his office, his pay and emoluments ſtopt pen- 
dente lite. This circumſtance alone, my Lord, would 
moſt undoubtedly, if I was not to apply for coſts, 
render me inexcuſable. | . 

Court. Have any of 
der for his ſuſpenſion? 

Mr. Hargrave. The copy of the report was de- 

ſired by Mr. Baillie, but it was refuſed, 

Mr. Beercroft. My Lord, it is material to ſtate 
that this Captain Barker was a Captain of a Collier, 


you got the report and or- 
2 | 


only object of their application. 
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the other perſons. that attended are, a Mr. Savary, 
Storekeeper of the Ordnance at Gibraltar; a Mr. 
Wells, a great Ship- builder, and Contractor for the 
Admiralty; a Mr. W. James, now Sir Wm. James, 
a Contractor for Shipping; and a Mr. Charles Rey- 
nolds, formerly a Maſter of a Merchantman. This, 
my Lord, was the nomination of the Court of En- 
quiry, and according to what is ſet forth of their pro- 
ceedings by the affidavit of Captain Baillie and Mr. 
Cowley, it was a mockery of every, idea of juſtice ; - 
a farce and a burleſque of juſtice, and really deſerves 
great cenſure. I cannot help taking notice of Cap- 
tain. Baillie's complaint, for, I think, he has great 
ground to 3 | That upon this occaſion, when 
he was called upon, tho not permitted to prove the 
truth of the charges in his book, he was confronted 
with a Counſellor and Solicitor, whom, he ſays, came 
to collect materials, not for the public good; but to 
give a colour to the complaints of individuals, in 
order to bring him before the Court of King's 
Bench; and though Mr. Baillie is a very brave man, 
and not afraid of a French Captain, your Lordſhip 
will find he was e intimidated, indeed, at 
the ſight of my worthy friend, Mr. Morgan; for he 

found that Mr. Morgan was not only a Counſellor, 
but that ſort of a Counſellor, called a Special Plea- 
der !—and reported to be a gentleman of great emi- 
nence in that profeſſion ; and I may venture to ſay, 
a great number of perſons do entertain ſtrange opi- 


nions of Special Pleaders, and take them for very 


uncommon geniuſes. And I dare ſay, when Captain 
Baillie found himſelf oppoſed by a perſon ſo extra- 
ordinary, his fears met him; for Mr. Morgan con- 
trived to prevent his going into any one part of his 
Caſe— One minute he was told, Sir, you are not 
<« to prove this by ſuch evidence then, you ſhall 
<< not prove that they are my Clients, and ſhall not 
ce be permitted to accuſe themſelves.” At which 
Baillie was totally aſtoniſhed, and his proofs put an 


end to. 


This is in general the nature of the proceedings of 
this Committee of Enquiry—I dare ſay, I have 


omitted a great number of things which appeared 
upon their proceedings. Upon the whole, my Lord, 


I contend this is not a libel; that Captain Baillie, in 


printing this Caſe, has done no more than his duty, 
and that duty, as I conceive, with decency, and there 


is not the leaſt foundation for this application. 
But, my Lord, in conſequence of the rule bein g 


granted for Captain Baillie to ſhew cauſe, they have 


made an affidavit, giving their reaſon why they did 


not apply ſooner to the Court - they ſay, they thought 
it was not proper to make the application, becauſe 


there was a Committee of Enquiry, to call upon Mr. 
Baillie to prove, if he could, the ſeveral charges 
contained in his book. My Lord, it is ſingular, that 
when theſe gentlemen themſelves are ſpeaking of 
this Court of Enquiry, they will not venture to ſay a 
word of its nature or proccedings; they dare not, I 
will venture to ſay, not one of them dared; they 


were very wiſely adviſed to abſtain from doing it— 


they will not dare to ſwear it was in truth a fair en- 


quiry into the charges, and that Mr. Baillie was called 


upon and heard to prove his charges. 5 
Upon all the circumſtances of this Caſe, can there 
be a doubt this rule will be diſcharged? I am very 
earneſt in hoping it will be diſcharged with coſts— 
If not, the complainants will have ſucceeded in the 
I] have no concep- 
tion, your Lordſhip will make the rule abſolute; - 
if half a dozen are to join their own purſes, and the 
purſe of the Hoſpital is to be joined with them, in this 
caſe they cannot but prevail in this proſecution, to the 
entire ruin of Captain Baillie ; their affidavits re- 


quiring ſuch anſwers, as made the buſineſs ſpread out 
to a moſt enormous ſize; Captain Baillie is therefore 
obliged to give anſwers to particular charges, un- 


neceſſary as they are, and it has not coſt him leſs 


than three or four hundred pounds upon this occa- 


f | | | I con- 
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ſtated. 
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I conceive, therefore, the Court will, for the ob- 
vious reaſons I have already ſtated, be of opinion, 
this rule ought to be diſcharged, and diſcharged with 


| Coſts, 


1 ſhould have taken up a great deal more time, in 


proportion to what I have done, if I had ſtated all 


the particulars of the affidavits. This is the general 


outline of the Cafe; and when our affidavits are 
read, I dare ſay your Lordſhips will find the Caſe 
much ſtronger than 1 have ſtated it; and, I truſt, 


your Lordſhip will, as juſtice cannot be done with- 


6 


out it, diſcharge the rule with coſts. 3 
Court. How is the Court appointed that made 
this enquiry I ſee it is a Court of Governors; 
Mr. Murphy. It was appointed by Lord Sand- 
wich, and they are all Directors as well as Goyer- 
88 | 2 KF, 
Court. I want to know under what authority it 
was, the Committee was appointed? © © 
Mr. Bearcroft. It was under the authority of a 
General Court of Governors, which I ſhould have 


i 


Court. It was not any omiſſion, e On) 

Mr. Bearcroft. It conſiſted of about ſeventeen 
Governors, out of that number twelve or fourteen of 
them were Directors, and of thoſe very Directors, 
the Court of Enquiry was named by Lord Sandwich 
himſelf. | e bs e 


The affidavit of Thomas Baillie, Eſq. Lieutenant 
Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital was read, which 
being very long, is here omitted. tk CORTE 


Court, I fee the tendency of your other affida- 
vits ; by this they are of the ſame tendency with what 
6717... a Es, nero 
Mr. Murphy. My Lord, they are all very mate- 
TRE": EY PUT 
Tord Mangfeld. They can be read, when you 
have ſtated them, and ſhewn the materiality of them: 
I ſhall know better how to attend to them, when I ſee 
the uſe you make of them. n eee ; 

Mr. Hargrave. I am not ſufficiently acquainted 


with the nature of the Caſe; to take it from what | 
Governor applied, accordingto therules of the Houſe, 
firſt to the Council :—they- apply to the Directors, 
-and afterwards to the Governor, who pay no atten- 
tion to his Complaints :—he then applies to the 


has been read, without hearing the affidavits read. 
Lord Mansfield. I take it from the defendant's 
affidavit, that the others join with him in verifying 
the facts, and Cowley concurring with him, as to the 
behaviour of the Committee of Enquiry; and when 
it comes to be more material, to be preciſe and exact, 
they will be read; I ſhall take it, from Mr. Murphy's 


opening de bene eſſe, we may ſtay till the laſt day of 


the Term, if we are to read them all. 5 5 


The Speech of Mr. Peckbam. 


MAY it pleaſe your Lordſhips to favour me in 


behalf of this much-injured gentleman, Captain 


Baillie, who, after forty years ſervice with honour to 
Admiralty, or General-Court, Captain Baillie was 
willing to give as little offence as poſſible in doing 
it himſelf; for he printed the Caſe of Greenwich 
Hoſpital with the utmoſt. caution : and he tells yon 


himſelf, and glory to his country, is dragged into this 
Court to anſwer as a criminal, though guilty of no 
other crime than that which, in the opinion of the 
Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital, is of the moft 
enormous magnitude—the crime of an honeſt and 
conſcientious diſcharge of his duty. | | 
Had Captain Baillie flept in his office; had he 
been inattentive to the duties of his ſtation ; nay, 
had he been guilty of peculation, and joined in the 
8 plunder, he would not have been brought be- 
fore your Lordſhips this day as a delinquent; but 
probably would have been the confidential friend of 
the firſt Lord of the Admiralty, and might even have 
ſupplanted the reverend Mr. Cooke in his favour. 
It was his duty to endeavour, to the utmoſt of his 
power, to'remedy thoſe abuſes which called aloud for 
redreſs. It is for the faithful diſcharge of that duty, 


he is now harraſſed with this proſecution, in the vain 


and idle hope, that in his ruin will be buried that 
cenſure and puniſhment, which they muſt be con- 
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ſcious their conduct and their crimes moſt juſtly de- 
My Lord, the intention of the eſtabliſhment of 
Greenwich Hoſpital was for ſeamen—thar is the in- 


ſtitution. The Charter ſays, „All the officers to be 


« appointed in and for the ſaid Hoſpital ſhall be ſea- 
c men only,” The words are preciſe and poſitive, 
and can be neither explained away nor contradicted. 


Buy the original inſtrument by which the Hoſpital 


was eſtabliſhed, the Commiſſioners, Governors, and 
Directors, are all to be men of rank, fortune, and 
ability; twenty-four Directors are named by the 


Charter, and appointed by the Admiralty, for the 


external government, ſo far as it relates to the ex- 


. penditure of money, the making of contracts for pro- 


viſions, and other neceſſaries; and a Council of Na- 
val Officers is or ought to be appointed by the Ad- 
miralty, for the internal government of the houſe, 
under the name of Governor and Council.” My 
client, Captain Baillie, as Lieutenant Governor, is by 
the Charter a member of the General Court of Com- 


miſſioners and Governors, and alſo a Director; he is 


likewiſe a member of the Council; and in the ab- 
ſence of the Governor, is Chairman of the two laſt 
Boards, and Commanding Officer in the Hoſpital. 
He was therefore impelled, by every tie of duty, 
to remedy the abuſes he had complained of. Added 
to this, there are three letters, ſtated in his printed 
Caſe—Orders, I may call them—from two different 
Governors, expreſsly charging him to keep a watch- 
ful eye upon the Pen-and-Ink Men, as the Gover- 
nors thought proper to call them. 
Captain Baillie perceiving, in every department of 
the Hoſpital, moſt ſhameful plunder and peculation— 
finding landmen introduced, in expreſs violation of 


the Charter—the proviſions intolerable—the men's 


cloaths ſcantily provided, and upwards of Thirty 
Thouſand Pounds expended in eight years in uſeleſs 
alterations, thought he- ſhould not do his duty by 
himſelf, by the ſeamen, and his country, if he did not 


make thoſe complaints, which as an honeſt man he 
was bound to do, and for which every individual 


owes him thanks and reverence. . 
The Hoſpital being in this ſituation, the Lieutenant 


Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, but without effect. 
and at laſt he preſents to him the printed Caſe, to 


which he deſires an anſwer ; but after many days were 
elapſed, he is told, No anſwer would be given.“ 


He then applies to the Lords of the Admiralty, 


through the medium of the Secretary, with a reſpect- 
ful letter, and his printed Caſe encloſed - That met 
with as ill fate as his former application; and Cap- 
tain Baillie then, and not till then, applied to the 
Commiſſioners and Governors, as the dernier reſort, 
to remedy thoſe evils. 
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If the intermediate Officers refuſed to addreſs the 


the reaſon of printing it was, there were ſuch a num- 


ber of Commiſſioners and Governors, to whom it 


was neceſſary to communicate the facts he had ſtated, 
that it would have been impoſſible to have done it 
in manuſcript; therefore, as the eaſieſt and beſt me- 
thod, he had it printed but, ſolely with a view that 


the Governors ſhould read and digeſt it, in order that 


the truth of the ſeveral facts therein ſtated might be 


inveſtigated. 


Soon after this publication, as it has been called, 
had been thus delivered, it became neceſſary ſome- 
thing ſnould be done; and therefore a mock tribu- 
nal was inſtituted, which they thought proper to call 
a Court of Enquiry—a Court in itſelf illegal, becauſe 
improperly conſtituted : and, therefore, whatever 


was done in it is nothing to the preſent purpoſe; for 


though 
, | 


though a General Court was called, it was thought 
expedient to delegate the — to a Committee of 
Seven, which Seven are Directors. 
If there had been -any groſs miſbehaviour in the 
Hoſpital, and no redreſs could be obtained, the Com- 
miſſioners and Governors at large ought to have ſe- 
jected a number of Governors of independent for- 
tune and ſituation, who were not Directors. Men of 


Council for the occaſion; and the Court of Enquiry 
conſiſted of the very delinquents themſelves. 

| Your Lordſhips will be aſtoniſhed to hear that the 
Committee ſat in judgment upon their own crimes, 
and that thoſe gentlemen were appointed by the firſt 
Lord of the Admiralty.—You find, with an adroitneſs 
peculiar to himſelf, he ſelected a ſer of men devoted 
to him; obligated to him for the very bread they eat, 
and which, in part, ariſes out.of a fund appropriated 
for the uſe of Diſabled Seamen, and to which the Sea- 
men themſelves contribute. e 
Ho do they proceed? Captain Baillie's witneſſes 
are refuſed to be 3 applies to the books, that 
he may have evidence from thoſe unerring vouchers 
the books are refuſed to be opened —he was brow- 
beat by their Counſel; and inſulted by their Civil 
Officers, a ſet of Landmen, in a manner that a gentle- 
man muſt bluſn to hear of; Mylne, the Clerk of the 


ſhould be ſo loſt to all ſenſe of decency, as to forget 
that decorum which more peculiarly belongs to his 
ſituation, makes me bluſh for the profeſſion of which 
he is ſo unworthy a member—Bur, that a man of 
low birth, and no education, ſhould talk a language 
familiar to himſelf, I neither reprobate nor am ſur- 

priſed at; yet the Directors that ſat in the Court of 
| ee ought not to have permitted a brave, honeſt, 
old Seaman to have been treated in that ſhameleſs way, 
by men who, from profeſſion or ſituation, were ſhielded 
from his recent. ET 
Alfter the Committee had ſat ſome days, Mr. Cuſt, 
their Chairman, who appeared aſhamed of their con- 
duct and their cauſe, withdrew himſelf from the Com- 
mittee ; and Mr. Barker, a Captain of a Collier, was 


tended purpole—That man was mean as well as weak 
enough to ſay, that he was employed by Lord Sand- 
wich, and was to be paid for his labour—The la- 
bourer proved himſelf worthy of his hire; for, in a 
few minutes, there was an end of the Committee, this 
| bonourable man aſſerting, that evidence was immate- 
rial; that it was libellous to doubt the integrity of 
the Directors; that he, therefore, ſhould cloſe the bu- 
ſineſs, without hearing thoſe witneſſes of Captain Bail- 
lie, which Mr. Cuſt had promiſed ſhould be heard, 

Your Lordſhips will obſerve, the reaſon this Court 


fore,” —becauſe the Court of Enquiry was not 
ed: yet there is not a man upon that Court of 
Enquiry who dares to ſay, the facts charged are diſ- 
proved, or that any one of the Delinquents was not 
guilty of the Crimes imputed to him. It would not 
perhaps be difficult to gueſs at the real reaſon; but 
it is foreign to the preſeht purpoſe. Perhaps a greater 
man than any of theſe found himſelf attacked in ano- 
ther place, where, conſcious of the truth of Captain 
Baillie's charges, and of the impoſſibility of vindica- 
ting 2 thought it would be prudent to avoid 
the Enquiry, by aſſerting, that it was to undergo a 
diſcuſſion in Weſtminſter- Hall. That apology might 
ſilence the Peers; and he then, to ſave his credit, might 
order his minions to prefer this proſecution, not with 
the hope of ſucceſs, but to ſave him from the Enqui- 
ry he had ſo much reaſon to dread. Soon after this 
manceuvre had ſucceeded, and your Lordſhips had 
been applied to for informations, Mr. Hicks, the Six- 
penny Receiver, who was one of the perſons charged 


that deſcription would have probed the buſineſs to the 


bottom: but, inſtead of thoſe, they were a packed 


Works, calling him a blackguard, while Cooke, the 
Chaplain, brands him as a liar.— That a Clergyman 


called to the Chair; a proper inſtrument for the in- 


was not ſooner applied to, in the language of the Pro- 
ſecutor's affidavits, was, We could not apply be- 
iſh- 


by Captain Baillie, who is one is of his proſecutors, and 
who fat in judgment upon him at a General Court, 
where Lord Sandwich preſided—at that Court, Mr. 
Hicks propoſed, that Captain Baillie ſhould be re- 
moved from his employment of Lieutenant- Governor. 


Ahe noble Lord forgot, for a moment, the dignity 


of his ſtation and, more like a drunken Chairman in 
a night=cellar than a Peer of Parliament, bawls out 
« All you that are of that N hold up your 
+ hands.” —They all joined in full chorus for ſuſpen- 
ſion; and every dirty hand was immediately exalted; 
ſo that, in five minutes, this brave old Officer was 
tried, condemned, and executed. Y ag 

My Lords, this ſentence is to Captain Baillie a very 


ſerious buſineſs; for it robs him of ſix hundred pounds 
.a-year;z and if his wife ſhould become a widow, ſhe 


loſes her penſion of a hundred per annum more: and 
he now ſtands before you, after being worn out in long 
and faithful ſervices—an honeſt man indeed, but with- 
out a ſhilling in his pocket!!! 

My Lord, it will be neceſſary to aſk your Lordſhip, 
whether, taking the whole of this Caſe together 
printed for the expreſs purpoſe of giving information 
to thofe who wanted it, in obedience to the duty he 
owed himſelf and the public—can this be called a li- 
bel ?—Is ita libel, for a man to do his duty? Is it 
a libel, for a man to complain to thoſe who have alone 


the power to redreſs the grievance ? 
It this is to be called a libel, I doubt not but the 

time will come, when a Grand Jury will have infor- 

mations filed againſt them, as libellers, for the preſent- 

ments they have been bound in duty to prefer. 

I know but of one caſe in point; which is the caſe 


of the convicted highway man, who threatened to 
ſwear the peace _ 


his jury, for having put him in 
fear of his life. Having thus conſidered the Caſe, as 
taken together, not to be a libel, let us ſtate the parti- 
cular parts of it, and ſee whether any thing can be col- 
lected that is libellous. I will not go through a te- 


dious detail of what has been already ſpoken to; but 


will mention ſome particulars, if there 1s light ſuffici- 
ent to let me refer to my brief. With reſpect to the 
Joint affidavit of the three Directors, the charge is, 
The Directors never preſume to exerciſe their own 
o judgment, but give their votes agreeable to the di- 


5 rections they receive “ Thereby inſinuating” — 


obſerve the inſinuations ! that the Directors were guil- 


ty of fraud! and did not vote according to their con- 
ſcience |! 2 ; | PT 


1 


ls that inſinuation juſtified by the charge? Does it 
neceſſarily follow, that men, who do not exerciſe their 
judgment, muſt act contrary to their conſcience, or 
that they are guilty of fraud, becauſe they obey the 
directions of another? Are the mandates of Lord 


Sandwich ſo wicked, that obedience to them becomes 
_ criminal ?—Theſe wretched affidavit- men appear to 


me to be the libellers; not the Defendant, who has 
written the truth. e | 

There is another charge which they have diſinge- 
nuouſly conſtrued, but dare not deny; and have taken 
only a piece of the paragraph That (meaning the 
government of the Hoſpital) which has been even- 
« tvally formed, is rather a burleſque upon authority, 
< as nothing can be more abſurd than to appoint per- 
« ſons, with all the grave ſolemnity of a. buſineſs, 
% to examine into and controul their own conduct; 
eto check and point out objections to their own ac- 
“ counts,” — meaning thereby (as they ſwear in their 
affidavits) that thoſe Directors who have accounts to 
ſettle, are guilty of fraud, and negligence Does that 
follow ?—Cercainly not.— But the impropriety of 


_ ſuch appointments is glaring ; and the firſt part of 


the ſentence, which they have thought proper to lop 
off, expreſſes i. Thus, inſtead of a government of 
that perfect kind, which might naturally be ex- 


pected from the anxious care which breathes through 


« every line of the original inſtruments by which it 
« 1s eſtabliſhed, that which has been eventually formed 
is rather a burleſque upon authority, &c. &c.“ 


Now 
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ſioned. 


Now your Lordſhip ſees how the ſentence is mu- 
tilated, and what falſe conclufions they have drawn 
from thoſe premiſes. There are a great variety of 
fimilar inſtances in their affidavits, even to bits of 
ſentences and half. lines. I wiſh to read, and to ob- 
ferve upon ſome of them; but it is impoſſible for me 
to ſee by this light, and I cannot recoſlect them with 


fufficient accuracy, to ſtate them with neceſſary pre- 


ciſion; therefore I ſhall content myfelf with a few 
obſervations to your Lordſhip upon- the whole pur- 
port of what the Proſecutors ſay—** So far as the 
© charge tends to criminate me, 1 deny it. — That 
is the manner ſome charges are treated in that is 


the form they ſwear, this or that is not true; 


or, it don't, tend to criminate me. - With what face 
then do the gentlemen come here to make the ap- 
plication ? . Er A REEE „ 

If it does not criminate, why do they make fuch 


application? — If it does criminate them, they ought 


to be indicted for perjury; for all the charges are 
ſubſtantiated beyond a poſſibility of doubt not only 
by the affidavit of Captain Baillie, but the concurring 
teſtimony of at leaſt thirty others. arte 


For example the facts, with reſpect to the Butcher, 


cannot be denied. — The charge is, that he who has 
been convicted, is again employed. Then ſay they 


This charge, ſo far as it criminates me, is not 
6 true. — The truth of the fact cannot be controvert- 
ed Then it does not tend to criminate me—If it 
does not, for what purpoſe do they come here? —1 
take upon me to ſay, upon my veracity, that every 


charge is anſwered in the way I have now mentioned; 


or elſe they draw. their concluſion, and ſay— This I 
deny! For inſtance — They ſtate a charge from that 
charge, they draw a perverſe and falſe concluſion 


and then they fay (hoping to impoſe upon the Court) 
* This we deny,” referring to their own concluſion, 


which is the antecedent, that they know to be falſe, 
and take no notice of the charge which ſtands un- 
contradicted. _ 6 . 

I truſt theſe few obſervations are complete anfwers 


to every part of their affidavits I take upon me to 
' fay, there is not a fact in the book, but what is po- 


fitively proved. —There is not a fact, which they 
have attempted to deny.—I ſhould therefore inſult 
the Court, if I could ſuppoſe the Rule would not be 
diſcharged with Coſts | 
My , 9 I have ever underſtood, when gentle- 


men come into this Court upon groundleſs applica- 


tions, though much more favourably circumſtanced 
than the preſent, that this Court will give Cofts to 


the adverſe party; for it would be extremely hard 
indeed for an innocent man to be dragged here to 


anſwer, at a great expence, a crime which had no 
exiſtence but in the malice of his Proſecutors. 

Coſts have been granted in Informations againft 
Juſtices of the Peace, in Informations in the nature 
of a Quo Marranto; and though thoſe Informations 
differ trom the preſent application, yet the amercing 


the Proſecutor in Coſts is founded on the ſame im- 


mutable Law of Juſtice, that the innocent ſhould 


not be harafſed without recompence, and that the . 


wrong doer ſhould defray the expence he had occa- 


Who is at the expence of this proſecution? —I ſee 
many of the Proſecutors here: will they ſay it comes 


out of their own pockets?—I ſee the Solicitor of 


Greenwich Hoſpital here, attending as their Attar - 
ney : he likewiſe is ſilent.— Then 5 am juſtified in 
ſaying the Proſecutors are not to pay let them deny 
it if they dare! | 

Is it poſſible, my Lord, that theſe Men's expences 
ſhall be defrayed out of the Treaſury of Greenwich 
Hoſpital, appropriated to the moſt praiſe-worthy pur- 
poſes, while this unhappy Gentleman, is ro be ruined 
by paying his own Coſts, though he prevails againſt 


his Proſecutors, who cannot, who dare not, deny 
the Charges? 


Thereis a technical expreſſion uſed inthe law, ( that 
every man ſhould come into this Court with elean 


mercifully while bl 
clean hands which come for Informations, thus 
ſtained with the blood of the old, the impotent, and 
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hands.“ Which of the Proſecutors can claim the 
benefit of the expreſſionn· m oo 
Is Mr. Hicks, the Sixpenny Receiver, in that pre- 
dicament? But enough has been already ſaid of him, 
to convince your Lordſhip that he does not come with 
clean ⏑‚ ẽͥRͥůôgttd! ?: 
In what light does Mr. Ibbetſon appear? A mere 
Clerk in Office, who lifts his band againſt a Lieu- 
tenant of the Hoſpital, and ſtrikes a cripple. who 
was without defence. This is not the only inſtance 
of his cruelty; for a poor helpleſs. old Penſioner 
ſtands in judgment againſt him, whom he beat un- 

as rl his feet Are theſe the 


infirm! But let us look at the Reverend Mr. C—e, 
that worthy leader of theſe diſgraceful ſcenes, that 
negociator of every thing that is infamous. I am 
not to be deterred from my duty, but will ſpeak of 
men as they are; though I ſhould be aſhamed to uſe 
ſuch language, if I could not juſtify every word 1 
ſhall ſay of : 6 abandoned man, | | 


It is proved, beyond a poſſibility of doubt, that ; 1 


this man, who is a Director of a great eſtabliſhment, 


who ought to have been the firſt to proſecute the 


Contracting Butcher, for his numberleſs frauds on the 
poor Penfioners, was the man that was ſhameleſs 
enough to apply to different perſons, begging them 
to ſuppreſs cher evidence againſt that ys 26 Fog 
Can there be a more atrocious act than to ſuborn 
witneſſes in favour of that Defendant, which, as a 
Director and a Plaintiff in the Cauſe, he was bound 
to bring to juſtice ? ͤ; 
The Reverend Mr. C—e has been guilty of ano- 
ther act, which cries aloud for vengeance.—He told 
23 gentlemen, who were Officers in the Ha- 


4 


ff you are ſeen with Captain Baillie, Lord Sand- 


* wich will ſtop your preferment for it; and, if he 
applies to Parliament, will expel him the Hoſpi- 
* tal:” and, leſt his words ſhould not gain credit, 
he ſtampt it with the fanction of an oath, ſaying, 
* By God it is true?” * e | | 
This is the man who is called the Confidential 
Director of Lord Sandwich.—I vow to God I am 
aſhamed to hear it—Sure it muſt be impoſſible that 
a Noble Lord ſhould fo far forget the dignity of his 
ſtation, as to be connected with ſuch a man, or to 
deſcend to fuch unexampled meannefs, as to prevent 
gentlemen from holding communication with Cap- 
tain Baillie, or threaten him with ruin, for perſever- 
ing in his duty. CCN. 
I vin not believe it of the Noble Lord; Mr. Cooke 
muſt have held this language without authority; and 
I truſt in future he will not enjoy, ſince he can no 


longer deferve, the attention of Lord Sandwich as a 


confidential friend. A i ED 
Mr. Mylne, the Clerk of the Works, thought pro- 
per to call the Lieurenant-Governor a blackguard, 
and dared to fitike one of the King's Lieutenants 
during the fitting of the Committee. A man born 
with a trowel in his hand, a bricklayer, ſtruck a 
prom for giving evidence - in the Court of 
Enquiry !—Yet theſe are the men that apply to 
your Lordſhip, and beg you will not diſcharge the 
Rule; but grant an Information againſt Captain 
Baillie. C 
Theſe are the men, my Lord, that have acted, I 
am not aſhamed to ſay, with equal infamy and mean- 
neſs, If ever men ought to be amerced in Coſts for 
bringing an ill grounded Proſecution, they are now 
before the Court. pooh 6.46 
My Lord, it is fo dark, it is impoſſible for me to 
recur to my notes, to ſtate many things which ought 
to be ſtated; notwithſtanding, I hope, from wat | 
has been already ſaid by the gentlemen who have 
ſpoke, and from the few obſervations I have been 
able to make, that your Lordſhips will feel, that this 
Rule ought to be diſcharged with Coſts. 
(Court adjourned till the next day.] | 
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© The Honourable Mr. Erſtint's Speech, November 
| 24th, 1778. EE ea 
My Lo 3 
1 AM Merit of counſel for the author of this ſup- 


poſed libel, and had it been merely a queſtion of pri- 


vate wrong, in which the intereſts of ſociety were no 
farther concerned than in the protection of the inno- 
cent, I ſhould have thought myſelf well Juſtified after 
the very able defence made by the learned 4 
who have ſpoken before me, in ſparing your rdſhip, 
already fatigued with the ſubject, and leaving my Cli- 
ent as the matter now ſtands, to the proſecutor's 
Counſel and the judgment of the Court. 

But in a queſtion of this ſerious and dangerous 
complexion, where a good citizen is brought before a 
court of juſtice for venturing to attack abuſes that 
owe their continuance to the danger of attacking 
them, when without any motives but benevolence, 
Juſtice, and public ſpirit, he ventures to attack them 
though ſupported by power, and in that department 
too where it is his pointed duty to attack them, I can- 
not relinquiſh the high privilege of defending ſuch 
a character; I will not give up even my ſmall ſhare 
of the honour not only of repelling, but of expoſing 
fo odious a proſecution ? : 

No man, my Lord, reſpects more than I do thoſe 
reſtraining rules of conduct which link men together 
under the authority of laws, and I truſt I ſhall not 
let fall a fingle word to weaken the ground I mean 
to tread, by advancing propofitions which ſhall op- 
poſe or even evade the ſtricteſt rules laid down by 
the Court in queſtions of this nature. And indeed it 
would be as unneceſſary as it would be indecent ; for 
I muſt call your Lordſhip's attention to the marked 
and ſtriking difference between the writing before 
you, and I may venture to ſay almoſt every other that 
has been the ſubject of argument on a rule for an 
Information. ; 

The writings or publications which have been 
brought before this Court or before Grand Juries as 
libels, have been public attacks on the characters of 
private Men by writers ſtimulated by ſecret reſent- 
ment, ſometimes perhaps by a miſtaken zeal to pu- 
niſh what they have determined on report to be vice, 
or they have been ſevere ſtrictures on the characters 
of men in Office, which (though ſometimes perhaps 
undertaken from good motives) have neceſſarily and 
juſtly been puniſhed; as being written by men taking 
upon themſelves the cenſorial office without tem- 
perance, and without any duty or call upon the Author 
as an individual to examine into the particular de- 
partment of which he chuſes to become the volun- 
tary Guardian; a guardianſhip which he generally 
contents himſelf with holding in a Newſpaper for 
two Poſts, and then with a generoſity which ſhines 
on all mankind alike, corrects every department of 
the ſtate, and finds at the end of his lucubrations, to 
his great inward ſatisfaction, that he himſelf is the 
only honeſt man in the community. When miſtaken 


Men ſuffer from ſuch indiſcretions, however we may 


pity or approve them, it is impoſſible to argue againſt 
the law that cenſures them by a conſtitutional mode 
of trial—becauſe they are open to two objections, 


It, they are not called upon as individuals to animad- 


vert, And 2dly, the public to whom they addreſs their 


animadverſions have no Juriſdiction to inquire and 


to reform, their powers being all delegated to Go- 
vernment. | „ | 

But I beſeech your Lordſhip to compare theſe men 
and their works with my Client, and the publication 
before the Court. 1 Rp | 

Who is he *—IWhat is his Duty — Mpat has be 
written? To whom has he written? and what Motive 
induced him to write? 1 

He is Lieutenant- Governor of the Royal Hoſpital 
of Greenwich, a Palace built for the reception of 
aged and diſabled Men who have maintained the em- 
pire of England on the ſeas, and into the offices and 
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j ; | ' 
emoluments of which, by the expreſs words of the 
Charter as well as by the evident ſpirit of the inſti- 
tution no Landmen' are to be admitted ; his Duty— 
in the treble capacity of Lieutenant- Governor, Di- 
rector, and a general Governor, is in conjunction 
with others to watch over the internal cy of 
this ſacred charity, to ſee that the ſetting days of 
theſe brave and godlike men are ſpent in comfort 
and peace, and that the ample revenues appropriated 
by this generous nation to their ſupport are not per- 
verted and miſapplied. 

He has written, my Lord, that this benevolent 
and political inſtitution has degenerated from the ſy- 
ſtem eſtabliſhed by its wiſe and magnificent foun- 
ders, that its Governors conſiſt indeed of a great 
number of illuſtrious names and reverend characters, 
but whoſe different labours and deſtinations in the 
moſt important offices of civil life rendered a depu- 
tation indiſpenſibly neceſſary for the ordinary Govern- 
ment of the Hoſpital. That the difficulty of con- 
vening this ſplendid corporation had gradually brought 
the affairs of the Hoſpital more particularly under 
the direction of the Admiralty, that a new Charter 
has been ſurreptitiouſly obtained which enlarges and 
confirms that dependence in repugnance to the original 
Inſtitution : That the preſent firſt Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, who for reaſons ſufficiently obvious does not 
appear publickly in this proſecution has, to ſerve the 
baſe and worthleſs purpoſes of corruption, introduced 
his proſtituted freeholders of Huntingdon into places 
deſtined for the honeſt freeholders of the ſeas : that 
theſe men (among whom are the Proſecutors) are 
not only Landmen in defiance of the Charter, and 
wholly dependent on the Admiralty in their views 
and ſituations, but to the reproach of all order and 
government, are ſuffered to act as Directors and 
Officers of Greenwich while they themſelves hold 
the very ſubordinate offices, the controul of which 
are the objects of that direction; and inferring from 
thence as a general propoſition that men in ſuch 
ſituations cannot, as human nature is conſtituted, act 
with that freedom and ſingleneſs which their duty 
requires, he juſtly attributes to theſe circumſtances 
and to thoſe men the grievances which his gallant 
brethren actually ſuffer, and which is the generous 
ſubject of his complaint. | | 

He has written this, my Lord, not to the public 
that has no juriſdiction to reform the abuſes he com- 
plains of, but to thoſe only whoſe expreſs duty it is 
to hear and to correct them, and I truſt they will 
be ſolemnly heard and correted—He has not pub- 
liſhed, but only diſtributed his book among the 
Governors to produce inquiry, and not to callum- 
niate, | | 1 

The motive which induced him to write, and to 
which I ſhall by and by claim the indulgent attention 
of the Court, was to produce reformation ; a re- 
formation which it was his moſt pointed duty to pro- 
duce, a reformation which he has laboured with the 
moſt indefatigable zeal to produce, and againſt which 
every other channel was blocked up. 8 

My Lord, I will point to the proof of all this, I 
will ſhew your Lordſhip that it was his duty to in- 
veſtigate; that the abuſes he has inveſtigated do really 
exiſt and ariſe from the aſcribed cauſes; that he has 
preſented them to a competent juriſdiction and not 
to the public; and that he was under the indiſ- 
penſable neceſſity of taking the ſtep he has done to 
ſave Greenwich Hoſpital Koen ruin. Your Lord- 
ſhip will obſerve by this ſubdiviſion that I do not 
wiſh to form a ſpecious deſultory defence: becauſe 
feeling that every link of ſuch ſubdivifion will in 
the inveſtigation produce both law and fact in my 
favour, I have. 2 the ſubject open before the 
eye of the Court and invite the ſtricteſt ſcrutiny. 


Your Lordſhip will likewiſe obſerve by this ar- 
rangement that I mean to confine myſelf to the ge- 
neral lines of his defence; the various affidavits have 
already been ſo ably and judiciouſly commented on 
by my learned leaders, to whom I am ſure Captain 
8 | Baillie 
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Paillio muſt ever feel himſelf under the higheſt obli- 


gations, that my duty has become .narrowed to the 
province of throwing his defence within the cloſeſt 
compaſs, that it may leave a diſtin& and decided im- 


preſſion. And firſt, my Lord, as to its being his 


rticular duty to enquire into the different matters 


which are the ſabje& of his n and of the 


proſecutors complaint. And I believe, my Lords, I 


need ſay little to convince your Lordſhips, who are 


yourſelves Governors of Greenwich Hoſpital, that 
the defendant in the double capacity of Lieutenant- 


Governor and Director, is moſt indiſpenſably bound 


to ſuperintend every thing that can effect its proſpe- 
rity either in internal Sc m, or appropriation. 
of revenue; but I cannot help reading two, copies 
of Letters from the Admiralty in the year 1742 3 
I read them from the publication, becauſe their au- 


| thenticity is ſworn to by the defendant in his afh- 
davit; I read them to ſhew the ſenſe of that board 


with regard to the right of enquiry and complaint 
from all officers in the Hoſpital, though not in the 
departments allotted by their commiſſions. 


To. Sir John Jennings, Governor of Greenwich, 
| © Hoſpital. 


F t R,  Aadmiralty-Office, April 19th, 1742. 


THE Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital having ac- 
quainted my Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty, upon 


complain: made to them that the Men haue been de-. 


frauded. of part of their juſt allowance. of broth and 
peaſe ſoup, by the ſmallneſs af the pewter diſhes, which 
in their opinion have been artificially beaten flat, and that 
there are other frauds and abuſes attending this affair 


zo the prejudice of the poor men; I am commanded by. 


their Lordſpips. tu deſire yau to call the Officers. together 


in Council, and to let them know, that their Lordſpips 


think them very blameable for ſuffering. ſuch, abuſes to 
be praiſed, which. could not have. been without their 
extream. indolence in nat looking into the affairs of the 
Hoſpital ; that their. awn eftabliſhment in the Hoſpital 
is for the care and protection of the poor men, and that 
it is their duty to look daily into. every thing, and ta 
remedy every diſorder; and not to diſcharge themſelves 
by throwing it upon the under Officers and Servants : 
and that their Lordſhips, being determined to go to the 
bottom of this complaint, do charge them to find out. and 
inform them. at whoſe door the fraud aught to be laid, 
that their Lordſhips may give ſuch dinections herein as 
they ſball judge proper. . 
J am, | 
SIR, 
Your moft obedient ſervants, 


FHO. CORBET. 


SIR, Admiralty Office, May 1th, 1742. 


MY Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty baving re- 


ferred to the Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital the report 


made by yourſelf and Officers of the ſaid - Hoſpital in 
Council, dated the 23d paſt, relating to the flatineſs of the 
pewter diſhes made uſe of to hold the broth and peaſe pot- 
tage ſerved out to the Penſioners ; the ſaid Directors have 


returned bither a Reply, a Copy of which I am or- 


dered to ſend you incloſed : they bave herein ſet forth a 
fact which bas a very fraudulent appearance, and it 
imports little by what means the diſhes became ſhallow ; 
but if it be true what they afſert, that the diſbes hold 
but little more than half the quantity they ought to do, 
the poor men muſt have been greatly injured; and the 
allegations in the Officers Report, that the Penſioners 
have made no complaint, does. rather. aggravate their 


conduct in ſuffering the men's patience to be ſo long im- 


poſed upon. | 
My Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty. do com- 
mand me to expreſs myſelf in ſuch a manner as may ſhew 


the Heſpitel. 


BS $. CH. 


their wrath and diſpleaſure at ſuch a proceeding. You 


will pleaſe to communicate this to the Officer 

Gouſe in Council. mY „ . 
Their Lordſbips do very well know that the Di. 

reffors have no power but in the management of the 

Revenue and Eftates of the Hoſpital, and in carrying on 

the works of the building, nor did they aſſume any. oy 


this occaſien but their Lordſhips ſball always take 


well of tbem any informations that tend to reftify any 
miſtakes or omiſſions whatſoever concerning the Nate of 
J am, 
SIX, | 
| Your obedient ſervant, 


75 Sir Job Jennings, THO. CORBET 
Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital. 188 


| From theſe paſſages i Is plain that the Aland 
then was ſenfible of the danger of abuſes in fo ar 
tenfive an inſtitution, that it encouraged complaints 
from all quarters, and inſtantly. redreſſed them, for 


although Corruption was not then an infant, yet the 
making a job of Greenwich Hoſpital never. 


idea 0 
entered her head; and indeed if it had, 

hardly have found at that time of day 3 yur 
A heart callous, enough to conſent to ſuch a ſcheme, 
cution. | . 

Secondly, my Lord, that the abuſes he has inveſti- 
gated do in truth exiſt and ariſe from the aſcribed 
cauſes. 

And at the word Truth I muſt pauſe a little, to 


or with ferehead enough to carry it into public exe- 


conſider how far it is a defence on a rule of this kind, 


and what evidence of the falſchood of the ſuppoſed 
libel the Court expects from Proſecutors before it 
will allow the information to be filed, even where 


no Affidavits are produced by the Defendant in his 


exculpation, That a libel is not the leſs ſo for being 
true, I do, not under certain reſtrictions deny to be 


law, nor is it neceffary for me to deny it, becauſe 


this. is not a complaint in the courſe of law, but 


an application to the Court to exert an eccentric, ex- 


traordinary, voluntary juriſdiction, beyond the ordi- 
nary; courſe of juſtice ; a juriſdiction which I am au- 


thorized from the beſt authority to ſay this Court will 
not exerciſe, unleſs the Proſecutors come pure, and 


unpolluted, denying upon oath the truth of every 
word and ſentence which they complain of as inju- 
rious, for although in common caſes the matter may 
be not the leſs libellous, becauſe true, yet the Court 


will not interfere for guilty or even equivocal cha- 
racters, but will leave them to the law. If the Court 


does not ſee palpable malice and falſehood on the 
part of the Defendant, and clear innocence on the 
part of the Proſecutor, it will not ſtir—it will ſay 
this may be a Libel, this may deſerve puniſhment, 
but go to a Grand Jury, or bring your actions: all 
men are equally intitled to the protection of the laws, 
but all men are not equally intitled to an extraordinary 
interpoſition, and protection beyond the common di- 


ſtributive forms of juſtice. 


This is the true conſtitutional doctrine of informa- 


tions, and made a, deep impreſſion upon me when 


delivered by your Lordſhip in this Court; the in- 
formation that produced it was of little conſequence, 
but the principle was ſacred; it was an information 
moved for by General Plaſto againſt the Printer of 
the Weſtminſter Gazette for a Libel publiſhed in his 
paper, charging that gentleman, among other things, 
with having been tried at the Old Bailey for a fe- 
lony; the Proſecutor's affidavit denied the charges 


| generally as foul, ſcandalous, and falſe, but did not 
traverſe the aſperſion I have juſt mentioned, as a 


ſubſtantive fact, upon which your Lordſhip told the 
2 cCeuunſel 
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counſel ® who was too cotſtitutional and too learned to 


oppoſe the objection, that the affidavit was defective 
in that particular, and ſhould be amended before the 
Court would even grant a rule to ſhew cauſe. For 
that altho ſuch generaldenial would be ſufficient where 


the libellous matter conſiſted of ſcurrility, inſinuation, 


and general abuſe, which is no other wiſe traverſable 
than innuendos of the import of the ſcandal, and de · 
nial of the truth of it, yet that when a Libel con- 


ſiſted of direct and poſitive facts as charges, the 


Court required ſubſtantive traverſes of ſuch facts in 
the affidavit, before it would interpoſe to take the 
matter from the cognizance of a Grand Jury. This 
is the law of informations, and by this touchſtone I 
will try the Proſecutor's Affidavits, to ſhew that they 
will fall of themſelves, even without that body of 
evidence with which I can in a moment cruſh and 
overwhelm them. 5 

If the Defendant is guilty of any crime at all, it 
is for writing this Book, and his guilt can only there- 
fore be inveſtigated, as I ſaid before, by conſidering 
the ſcope and deſign of it, the general truth of it, 
and the neceſſity for writing it; and this can no 
otherwiſe be done than by taking the whole of it 


together; for this is a proſecution for the ſake of 


Public juſtice, and not to redreſs the proſecutors in 
damages, or to gratify their ſpleen and reſentment, 
which it is plain from their affidavits they conceive 
or with it to be; it is plain the Proſecutors expect 


that the Court will ſhut their eyes to the deſign and 


general truth of the book, and go intirely upon the 


detached paſſages culled out, and ſet heads and points 
in their wretched affidavits, without context, or any 


thing to unriddle or explain the meaning or reaſon 
of the charges; for, my Lord, they have through 


the whole of them omitted to traverſe the ſcandalous 


facts themſelves, and have only laid hold of thoſe 
animadverſions, which the recital of ſuch facts na- 


turally produce in the mind of an honeſt zealous 


man, and which beſides are in many places only con- 
clufions drawn from facts as general propofitions, 
and not aſperſions on them as individuals. And where 
the facts do come home to them as charges, not one 
of them is denied by the Proſecutors; I aſſert, my 
Lord, that in the Directors whole affidavit, which I 
have read repeatedly, and with the greateſt attention, 
there is not any one fact mentioned by the Defendant 
which is ſubſtantially traverſed ; or even when five 
or ſix ſtrong and pointed charges are tacked to each 
other, to get rid of meeting naked truth in the teeth, 


they are not even contradicted by the lump, but a 


general innuendo is pinned to them all, or in other 
words, an averment that the facts mean to criminate 
them, and that they are not criminal; but the facts 
themſelves remain unattempted and untouched. 
Thus, my Lord, after reciting in their affidavit 


the charge of their ſhameful proſtitution, in renew- 
ing the contract with the Huntingdon butchers who 


had juſt compounded the penalties of breach of con- 
tract, and in that breach of contract, the breach of 


every principle of humanity, as well as of honeſty; 


in their putring in improper objects of charity, while 
the families of poor Penſioners were ſtarving in 
miſety, and in ſcreening delinquents from enquiry 
and puniſhment in a pointed and particular inſtance, 
and therefore traverſable as a ſubſtantive fact, all 
which matters are put together, I expected at leaſt a 
general charge of the falſehood of ſuch aſperſions ; 
but to my indignation and aſtoniſhment no ſuch thing 
was to be found, but one general innuendo that they 
mean, that they are criminal, and that as far as they 


tend to criminate them they are falſe. Will this meer 


the doctrine laid down by your Lordſhip in the caſe 
of General Plaſto—Who can tell what they mean by 
criminality? Perhaps they think neglect of duty 
not criminal, perhaps they think corrupt ſervility 
to a patron not criminal, and that if they. do not 
actively promote abuſes, that winking at them is not 


* Mr, Dunning. 


criminal. But I appeal to the Court, if the Direc- 
tors whole affidavit is a not a cautious compoſition 
to avoid downright perjury, and a glaring abſurdity 
on the face of it. For ſince the facts are not tra- 
verſed, the Court muſt intend them to exiſt, and if 
they do exiſt they cannot but be criminal. The ex- 
iſtence of ſuch abuſes in themſelves criminate thoſe 
whoſe offices are to prevent them from exiſting ; un- 
der the ſhelter of ſuch qualifications of guilt no man 
in truſt could ever be criminated. But at all events, 
my Lord, ſince they ſeem to think that the facts may 
exiſt without their criminality, be it ſo; the defen- 
dant then does not wiſh to criminate them, he wiſhes 
that an enquiry may be made that there may be no 
longer any crimes, and conſequently no criminality. 
But he truſts, and I likewiſe truſt, that while theſe 
facts do exiſt, the Court will at leaſt deſire them to 
clear themſelves before the General Council of Go- 
vernors, to whom the writing is addreſſed, and not 
before any packed Committee of Directors appointed 
by Lord Sandwich, and then come back to the Court 
without poſſibility of criminality, and with clean 
hands for protection 5 
Such are the merits of the affidavits exhibited by 
the Directors; and the others are without diſtinction 
ſubject to the ſame obſervations. They are made up 
either of general propoſitions, converted by ridicu- 
lous innuendos into marked and pointed charges, or 


elſe of ſtrings of diſtinct disjointed facts tied to- 


gether, and explained by one general averment, and 
after all, the ſcandal, ſuch as their arbitrary averment 
makes it, only denied, with the old jeſuitical quali- 
fication of criminality, the facts themſelves remain- 
ing untouched. | 
They are indeed every way worthy of their authors. 
Of Mr. Godby, the good Steward, who, notwith- 
ſtanding the remonſtrances of the Captain of the 
week, received for the Penſioners ſuch food as would 


be rejected by the idle vagrant poor, and endeavoured 


to. tamper with the Cook to conceal it. And of 


Mr. Ibbetſon, who converted their Wards into Apart- 


ments for himſelf, his Clerk, and the Clerks of 
Clerks, in the efdleſs ſubordination of idleneſs, who 
dares, with a brutal inhumanity, to ſtrike thoſe aged 
men, who in their youth would have blaſted him 
with a look. As to Mr. Stuart and Mr. Mylne, tho' 
I think them highly reprehenſible for joining in this 
proſecution, yet they are certainly not on a level with 
the reſt; nor has the Defendant reduced them to it. 
They have in fact nothing to complain of, and Hea- 
ven knows the others have no title to complain, 
The reverend Mr. Cooke looks round, as if he 
thought I had forgot him, but he is miſtaken, I well 
remembered him; but his infamy is worn thread 
bare, Mr. Murphy has already treated him with that 
ridicule, which his folly, and Mr. Peckham, with 
that invective, which his wickedneſs deſerves ; I ſhall 
therefore forbear to taint the ear of the Court fur- 
ther with his Name, a Name which would bring 
diſhonour upon his Country and its Religion, if 
Human Nature was not happily compelled to bear 
the greater part of the diſgrace, and to ſhare it 
amongſt mankind. 0 

But theſe obſervations, my Lord, are ſolely con- 
fined to the Proſecutor's affidavits, and would, 1 
think, be fatal to them, even if they ſtood uncon- 
troverted. But what will the Court ſay, when ours 
are oppoſed to them, where the truth of every part is 
ſworn to by the Defendant? What will the Court ſay 
to the collateral Affidavits in ſupport of them, where 
every material charge is confirmed? What will your 
Lordſhips ſay to the Affidavit that has been made, 
that no man dare ſafely come to ſupport this injured 
character, that men have been deprived of their 


places, and expoſed to beggary and ruin, merely for 


giving evidence of ſome of thoſe abuſes which have 
already by the Defendant's means been proved be- 
fore your Lordſhip at Guildhall, and the Defendant 


himſelf 
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himſelf ſuſpended as a Beacon for Prudence to ſtand 
aloof from; that in this unconftitutional mode of 
trial, where the law will not lend its proceſs to bring 
in truth by force, he ſhould ſtand unprotected by the 
voluntary oaths of the only perſons who could wit- 
neſs for him. The character of my Client has in- 


ddeed, in ſome meaſure, broke through all this ma- 


lice : the love and veneration his honeſt zeal has 
juſtly procured him, has enabled him to produce the 
roofs which are filed in Court; but many have 
yi back, and one even withdrew his affidavit, 
avowedly from dread of perſecution. _ | 
Now, my Lord, I ſubmit to your Lordſhip, whe- 
ther the evidence of malice in the leading powers of 


the Hoſpital, which I have pointed to, would not 


alone be ſufficient to take away from their teſtimony 
all credibility, even when ſwearing collaterally to 
facts, in which they were not all intereſted ; how 
much more when they come as proſecutors, ſtimu- 
lated by reſentment, and with the hope of covering 
their Patron's miſdemeanors and their own, by turn- 
ing the tables on the Defendant, and proſecuting 
him criminally to give a ſanction for ſlurring over 
the truths addreſſed to the Governors. | 
Lieutenant Gordon, the firſt Lieutenant of the Ho- 
ſpital, and the oldeſt Officer in the Navy, Lieutenant 


William Lefevre, Lieutenant: Charles Lefevre, his 
Son, Alexander Moore, Lieutenant William Anſell, 


and Captain Allwright, have all poſitively ſworn that 
a Faction of Landmen ſubſiſts in the Hoſpital, and 
that they have every reaſon to think, and do in their 
conſcience believe, that the Defendant drew upon 
himſelf the jealouſy, hatred and reſentment of the 
Proſecutors from his activity in preventing and cor- 
recting manifold abuſes in the Hoſpital, and particu- 
larly in reſtoring the Wards that had been cruelly 


taken away from the poor Old Men, and that their. 


bad paſſions were notorious and viſible when the Pen- 
fioners ſurrounded the Defendant's houſe in multi- 
tudes, to teſtify their gratitude with acclamations, 
which ſailors never beſtow but on men who deſerve 
them. The leader of theſe unfortynate people was 
turned out of his office, and the affidavit of Charles 
Smith is filed in Court, which, I thank my God, 
I have not ſo little feeling as ever to have been 
able to read without tears; where he ſwears, that for 
this cauſe alone his place was taken from him ; that 
he received his diſmiſſion when languiſhing with ſick- 
neſs in the infirmary, the conſequence of which was, 
that his unfortunate Wife, and ſeveral of his helpleſs 
innocent Children, died in Miſery and Want; the 
Woman actually expiring at the gates of the Hoſpital. 
That ſuch Wretches ſhould eſcape Chains and a Dun- 
geon is a reproach to Humanity and to all order and 
government; but that they ſhould become Proſecu- 
tors, 1s a degree of effrontery that would not be beliey- 
ed by any man who did not accuſtom himſelf to ob- 
ſerve the ſhameleſs ſcenes which the monſtrous age 
we live 1n is every day producing, | 
I come now, my Lord, to conſider to whom he has 
written. This Book is not publiſhed ;z it was not 
printed for ſale, but for the more commodious diſtri- 
bution among the many perſons who are called upon 
in duty to examine into its contents. If the Defen- 
dant had written it to calumniate, he would have 
thrown it abroad among the multitude. But he ſwears 


he wrote it for the attainment of Reformation, and 


therefore confined its circulation to the proper chan- 
nel till he ſaw it was received as a Libel, and then he 
even diſcontinued that diſtribution, and only ſhewed it 
to his Counſel to conſider of a defence, and no better 
defence can be made than the facts relating to the 


confined publication which I have juſt mentioned. 


My Lord, a man cannot be guilty of a I.ibel who 
preſents grievances before a competent juriſdiction, 
altho* the facts he preſents ſhould be falſe; he may, 
indeed be indicted for a Malicious Proſecution, and 
even there a probable cauſe would protect him, but 
he can by no conſtruction be conſidered as a Libeller. 
The Caſe of Lake and King, which has already been 


4 ; 


cited from the bar, in 1ſt Levintz, 240, but which is 
better reported in iſt Saunders, is much in point; it 
was an Action for printing a Petition to the Members 


of a Committee of Parliament, charging the Plaintiff 
with groſs fraud in the Execution of his Office: Iam 


aware that it was an Action on the Caſe, and not a cri- 
minal proſecution; but I am prepared to ſhew your 
LY that that makes the ſtronger for us. The 
truth of the matter tho part of the Plea was not the 


point in conteſt, The Juſtification was the preſenting 


it to a proper Juriſdiction, and printing it for more 
commodious diſtribution. And it was firſt of all re- 
ſolved by the Court, that the delivery of the Petition 
to all the Members of the Committee was juſtifiable; 

and that it was no Libel whether the matter contained 
were true or falſe, it being an appeal in a courſe of 
Juſtice, and becauſe the parties to whom it was addreſ. 
ſed had juriſdiction to determine the matter; that the 
intention of the law in prohibiting libels was to re- 
ſtrain men from making themſelves their own judges, 
inſtead of referring the matter to thoſe whom the con- 
ſtitution had appointed to determine them; and that 
to adjudge ſuch reference to be a libel, would diſcou- 
rage men from making their enquiries with that free- 
dom and readineſs which the law allows and which the 
good of ſociety requires. But it was objected he could 
not juſtify the printing, for, by that means, it was 
publiſhed to printers and compoſers ; but it was an- 
ſwered and reſolved by the whole Court, that the print- 
ing, with intent to diſtribute them among the Mem- 
bers of the Committee, was legal, and that the making 
many copies by clerks, would have made the matter 
more public. I ſaid, my Lord, that this being an Ac- 
tion on the Caſe, and not an Indictment or Informa- 


tion, made the ſtronger for us; and ] ſaid fo, becauſe 


the Action on the Caſe is to redreſs the party in dama- 
ges for the injury he has ſuſtained as an individual, and 
which he has a right to recover, unleſs the Defendant 
can ſhew that the matter 1s true, or, as in this caſe, 
whether true or falſe, that it is an appeal to juſtice. 
Now, my Lord, it is clear, that if the Defendant's 
right to appeal to juſtice could in the caſe of Lake and 
King repel the Plaintiff's right to damages, although 
he was actually damnified by the appeal, how much 
more muſt it repel a criminal proſecution, undertaken 
ſolely for the ſake of public juſtice, when the law 
ſays, it is for the benefit of public juſtice to make ſuch 


appeal? And that caſe went to protect even falſe- 


hood, and where the Defendant was not particularly 
called upon in duty as an individual to animad- 
vert. How much more ſhall it protect us, who were 
bound to enquire, who have written nothing but 
truth, and who have written it to a competent juriſ- 
diction ? 

I come laſtly, my Lord, to the motives which in- 
duced him to write. 5 LY 

The Government of Greenwich Hoſpital is divided 
into three departments. The Council, the Directors, 
and the general Governors, a member of every one of 
which the Defendant is, and therefore his duty 1s uni- 
verſal. The Council conſiſts of the officers whoſe 
duty it is to regulate the internal ceconomy. and diſci- 


pline of the houſe, the Hoſpital being as it were a 


large man of war, and the Council its commanders 
and therefore even by the preſent mutilated Char- 
ter theſe men ought all to be Seamen. Secondly, the 
Directors, whoſe duty is merely to concern them- 
ſelves with the appropriation of the revenue ; in 
contracting for and ſuperintending ſupplies, and in 
keeping up the ſtructure of the Hoſpital. And 
laſtly, the General Court of Governors, conſiſting of 


almoſt every man in the kingdom with a ſounding 


name of office. A mere nullity, on the members of 
which no blame of neglect can poſſibly be laid; for 
the Hoſpital might as well have been placed under 
the tuition of the fixed ſtars as under ſo many illuſtri- 
ous perſons, fixed in different and diſtant departments. 
From the Council therefore, my Lord, appeals and 
complaints formerly lay at the Admiralty, the Direc- 


tors being quite a ſeparate duty, and, as I have o_ 


Court, the Admiralty encouraged complaints of 
8328 eh. redreſſed 0. z bur ſince the adminiſtra- 
tion of the preſent Firſt Lord, the face of things have 
changed. I truſt it will be obſerved, that I do not go 
out of the affidavit to ſeek to calumniatez my reſpect 
for the Court would prevent me from that, though my 
reſpect for the ſaid Firſt Lord might nor. But the very 
Girr of my Client's defence depending on this matter, 
I muſt take the liberty to point it out to the Court. 

The Admiralty having placed ſeveral Landmen in 
the offices that form the Council, a majority is often 
artificially ſecured there, and when abuſes are too fla- 
grant to be paſſed over in the face of day, they carry 
their appeal to the Directors inſtead of to the Ad- 
miralty, where, from the very nature of man, in a 
much more perfect ſtate than the proſecutor's appear 
to be in, they are ſure to be rejected or ſlurred over 
becauſe theſe acting Directors themſelves are not only 
under the ſame ance with the 5 but 
the ſubject of the appeals are moſt frequently the 
fruits of their own delinquencies, or at leaſt of their 
own neglects. By this manceuvre the Admiralty is 
ſecured from hearing complaints, and the Firſt Lord, 
when any comes as formerly from an individual, an- 
ſwers with a perfect compoſure of muſcle peculiar to 
his Lordſhip, that it is coram non judice: it does not 
come thro the Directors. The Defendant poſitively 
ſwears this to be true, and that he has ever, in the 

courſe of theſe meetings of the Council and appeals 

to the Directors, been not only over- ruled, but in- 
ſulted as Governor in the execution of his MF and 
the truth of the abuſes which have been the ſubje& of 
theſe appeals, and the inſults I have mentioned, are 
proved by whole volumes of affidavits filed in Court, 
8 by others that men are deterred by per- 
ſecution from ſtanding forth as witneſſes 
The Defendant ſolemnly ſwears this to be true. 
He ſwears, that his heart was big with the diſtreſſes of 
his brave brethren, and that his conſcience called on 
him to give them vent—That he often complained— 
that he repeatedly wrote to and waited on Lord Sand. 
wich without any effect, or proſpect of effect; and 
that at laſt, wearied with fruitleſs exertions, and diſ- 
guſted with the inſolence of corruption in the Hoſpi- 
tal, that hates him for his honeſty, he applied to be 
ſent, with his wounds and infirmities, upon actual ſer- 
vice again. The anſwer he received is worthy obſer- 
vation—The Firſt Lord told him, in deriſion, that it 
would be the ſame thing every where elſe; that he 
would ſee the ſame abuſes in a ſhip; and I do in my 
conſcience believe he ſpoke truth as far as depended 
On himſelf, | | Ty” 

What then was the Defendant to do in this treble 
capacity of Lieutenant-Governor, Director, and one 
of the General Governors of the Hoſpital, bound by 
three obligations of duty and conſcience to do juſtice ? 
My Lord, there was no alternative but to prepare the 
ſtate of the abuſes for the Governors, or to ſit filent 
and let the abuſes continue. Had he choſen the laſt, 
he might have been careſſed by the proſecutors, and 
ſtill have continued the firſt inhabitant of a palace 
with an eaſy independent fortune. But he preferred 
the dictates of honour and humanity, and he fulfilled 
them at the expence of being diſcarded after forty 
years gallant ſervice, covered with wounds and vergin 
to old age. But he reſpected the laws while he ful- 
filled his duty; his object was reformation not re- 
proach : he preferred a complaint and ſtimulated a 
regular enquiry, but EA's 
blic ſhame till the guilt came home by a trial. He did 
not therefore publiſh, as their affidavits falſely aſſert, he 
only preferred his complaint by diſtribution of co- 
pes to the Governors, which I have ſhewn the Court 

y the authority of a ſolemn legal deciſion is not a libel. 
Such, my Lords, is the Caſe. The Defendant, not a 
diſappointed envious man, prying into the abuſes of 
office from having none of his own, but himſelf a man 
in office: not a troubleſome inquiſitive character in de- 
partments not belonging to him, but, like a good ci- 
tizen, fulfilling his duty by keeping evils from his 


8 


the puniſhment of pu- 


ing forw 


BENCH. 


on; doing it purſuant to the rules of law, and, what 
heightens the character, doing it at the riſque of his of- 
fice, from which the effrontery of power has already 
ſuſpended him without proof of his guilt; a conduct 
not only unjuſt and illiberal, but highly diſreſpectful 
to this Court, whoſe Judges ſit in the double capaci- 
ty of Miniſters of the law and Governors of this ſa- 
cred and abuſed inſtitution. Indeed, Lord Sandwich 
has, in my mind, acted ſuch a part „„ * . 
„7% ⁵]̊ñ 5 66 4» 
Here, Lord Mansfield obſerving the Counſel beated 
with his ſubject, and growing perſonal on the Firſt 
Lord of the Admiralty, told bim, that Lord Sand- 
wich was not before the Court.] 

T know, continued the Counſel, that he is not for- 
mally before the Court, but I will bring him before the 
Court: he has placed thoſe men in the front of the 
battle in hopes to eſcape under their ſhelter, but I will 
not join in battle with them. Their vices, though 
ſcrewed up to the higheſt pitch of human depravity, 
are not of dignity enough to vindicate the combat 
with me. I will drag him to light, who is the dark 
mover behind this ſcene of iniquity. I aſſert, that the 
Earl of Sandwich has but one road to eſcape out of 
this buſineſs without pollution and diſgrace, and that 
is, by publicly diſavowing the acts of the proſecutors, | 
and reſtoring Captain Baillie to his command, If he 
does this, then his only offence will be no more than 
the common one of having ſuffered his own perſonal 
intereſt to prevail over his public duty, in placing his 
voters in the Hoſpital. To this, however, he may 
anſwer, I acknowledge I have erred in putting in 
Landmen to leſſen the extenſion of the charity for 
Seamen, but the beſt of my predeceſſors have done 
the ſame before me; I wiſhed to reward their ſepten- 
nial fidelity, but not at the expence of the ſacred cha- 


. 
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rity of Greenwich: God forbid that I ſhould abet 


their enormities. But if on the contrary, he conti- 
nues to protect the proſecutors, in ſpite of the evi- 
dence of their guilt, which has excited the abhorrence 
of the numerous audience that croud this Court. If 
he keeps this injured man fuſpended, or dares to turn 
that ſuſpenſion into a removal, then I ſhall not ſcru- 

le to declare him an accomplice in their guilt, a 
er ee a diſgrace to his rank, . a trai- 
tor to his truſt, But as | ſhould be very ſorry that the 


fortune of my brave and honourable friend ſhould 


depend either upon the exerciſe of Lord Sandwich's 
virtues or the influence of his fears, I do moſt earneſt- 
ly intreat your Lordſhip to attend to the malignant 
object of the proſecution, and to defeat it: I beſeech 
you to conſider, that even-by diſcharging this rule with 
coſts, the Defendant is neither protected nor reſtored. 
I cruſt, therefore, that your Lordſhips will not reſt ſa- 
tisfied with fulfilling your judicial duty in diſcharging 
this rule ; bur, as the ſtrongeſt evidence of foul abuſes 
has, by accident, come collaterally before you, that 
ou will protect him from the proſecution this writing 
has brought upon him, and not ſuffer ſa dreadful an 
example to go abroad into the world, as that of an 
upright man ruined merely for doing his duty. My 
Lord, this matter is of the laſt importance -I ſpeak 
not as an advocate alone; I ſpeak as a citizen, as a 
member of a ſtate, whole very exiſtence depends upon 
her nayal ſtrength. If a miſgovernment were to fall 
upon Chelſea Hoſpital, to the ruin and diſcourage- 
ment of our army, it would be no doubt to be lament- 
ed, but I ſhould not think it fatal; but if our fleets 


*are to be crippled by the baneful influence of elec- 


tions, we are loſt. indeed! for if the Seaman who, 
while he expoſes his body to fatigues and dangers, look- 
to Greenwich as an aſylum for infirmity 
and old age, fees the gates of it blocked up by corrup- 
tion, and hears the riot and mirth of luxurious Land- 
men drowning the groans and complaints of wounded, 
helpleſs men, he will tempt the ſeas no more. The 
Admiralty may preſs his body indeed at the expence of 
humanity and the conſtitution, but they cannot preſs 
his mind; they cannot preſs the heroic ardour of a 
Britiſh Sailor; and inſtead of a fleet to carry tercor, 


h 3 as 


** es 


45 it once did, all round the globe, the Admiralty may 


not much longer be able to amuſe us with even the 
peaceable unſubſtantial Prom of a review, ES 
Pine and impriſonment !—The man deſerves a pa- 


lace inſtead of a priſon, who prevents the palace, built 


by the public bounty of his country, from being con- 


verted into a dungeon, and who ſacrifices all to keep 
corruption from the vitals of the public ſecurity. 
And now, my Lord, I have done, but not without 
thanking your Lordſhip for the very indulgent atten- 
tion I have received, tho? in the late ſtage of this buſi- 
neſs, and notwithſtanding my great inexperience and 
incapacity. I reſign my client into your hands, and 
I whe him with a well-founded confidence and hope, 
becauſe that torrent of corruption which has over- 
whelmed every other part of the conſtitution, is, by 
the bleſſing of Providence, ſtopped here by the ſacred 
independence of the judges. Sure I am, that your 
Lordſhip will determine according to law; and, there- 
fore, if this information is ſuffered to be filed, I ſhall 
bow to the ſentence, and ſhall conſider this meritori- 
ous publication to be indeed an offence againſt the 
laws of this country; but then I ſhall not ſcruple to 
ſay, that is high time for every honeſt man to remove 
himſelf from a country in which he can no longer do 
his duty with ſafety ; where cruelty and inhumanity 
are ſuffered to impeach virtue, and where vice, paſſes 
through a Court of Juſtice protected and unreproved. 


The Speech of Mr. Solicitor General, leading Council for 
55 the Proſecutors. xD Bel ho 
PLEASE your Lordſhip to fayour me on the part 


of the Proſecutors, who have had no. opportunity 
whatſoever of anſwering the affidavits, particularl 


| thoſe againſt whom, if am able to judge of the aſ- 


fidavits in. the curſory manner I heard them, the 
whole attack is levelled. My Lord, the application 
is made to your Lordſhip by people in public offices, 
and have the honour of executing theſe public trufts. 
They conceive themſelves calumniated by this paper, 


which I ſhall preſume to call a libel—and a libel it is 


in every ſenſe of the law. My Lord, the application 


is againſt a perſon, who has taken upon himſelf to 


ſtate to your Lordſhips the ſeveral ſervices he has been 
in, which made no part of the buſineſs before the 
Court, but upon that ſubje& your Lordſhips have 
heard much, in this motion that was ſtated by Mr. 
Baillie. It is ſtated, the Directors are to have ten 
ſhillings a time for their attendance, but I contend, 
there 1s no clauſe in the Charter, nor any bye laws, 
which regulate that time ; the intimation is, that it is 
expected they will all attend conſtantly, notwithſtand- 
ing which there are ſeveral Directors who generally 
conſtitute a Board, for which they receive ten ſhil- 


lings as a gratuity. I did not hear that it has been 


ſworn by Captain Baillie, that he, as a Member of 
this Board, has not as conſtantly as any one received 


this ten ſhillings a day, which he conceives to be 


totally againſt the ſpirit of the Charter ; he has not 


ſaid in his affidavit, or hinted, it is not in the Char- 


ter; though he condemns the practice, he does not 
deny, that he has not moſt regularly accepted of ten 
ſhillings for his attendance.* Mr. Baillie making 


one of this Board, is of opinion, that on every mo- 


tion (unlels it is to make the ſame motion he wiſhes 
to have adopted, and which does not ſucceed) thoſe 


upon it, but vote by directions they received. What 
evidence is there of this, which is charged upon the 
Directors of the Board? What proof has Captain 
Baillie given, that there is a foundation for that im- 
putation upon them: and yet they very wiſely ſlip- 
ped over where the charge in the firſt part of the 


that conſtituted the Board, were not left to decide, place for purchaſe—it muſt be exerciſed, es, i it 


_ affidavit began, with the particulars reſpecting one 


Perſon only; but here is a direct charge upon every 
Member of this Board, except Mr. Baillie himſelf, 


the Directors retire as ſoon as their names are taken down. 


4 
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Captain Baillie did never receive his ten fillings but for every actual attendance: what he has complained of is, that ſeveral of 


particular parts that reſpect his duty here, and the 
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that in giving their judgment upon the deliberations 
held by that Board, they went by directions they re- 
ceived from others, Hd every vote they give, is not 
a vote that in conſcience they ought to give, but an 
implicit obedience to the dictates of ſomebody elſe. 
Can a greater imputation be thrown upon any Board, 
authorized to act upon their own judgment? and yet 
this is a direct charge in this book by Mr. Baillie, 
who is a Director. This will tend to ſhew, whether 
this book was meant to redreſs grievances or not. 
One great charge too, is, there are landmen in this 
ſituation, who are reprobated by the very terms of the 
Charter. Mr. Murphy, from his knowledge, ſaid he 
knew of the number of officers of twenty-ſeven land- 
men, and only twenty-two ſea officers. 
With reſpect to the landmen in the ſeveral depart- 
ments of this Charity, there is and ever muſt be 
ſome, if they have no other perſons qualified, There 
are many offices which muſt be the particular buſi- 
neſs of landmen, as their educations enable them to 
diſcharge the duties of their functions, which is ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary. But Mr. Baillie thinks the de- 
ſcription is that they ſhould be Seamen, Who have 
ſerved for many years, or have loſt their limbs, that 
they are the proper perſons to execute this office 
He is ſo kind as to fay the Clerk of the Works may 
not perhaps be a ſeafaring man. And alſo the Sur- 
veyor, Who is to do their works, and make the eſti- 
mates of their 8 to plan them, and to pro- 
poſe their contracts and their alterations, from time 
to time; theſe probably may be landmen and yet 
theſe offices are as much within the prohibition as 
any other. Mr. Mylne is ſuppoſed not to be parti- 
cularly attacked in this book, as Mr. Erſkine ſays, 
but in general he has miſbehaved himſelf, and there- 
fore he wonders he ſhould be amongſt thoſe who 
have thought fit to complain to this Court. There 
are officers too that are called landmen, mere Clerks 
in Office, thoſe whoſe duty require them to be land- 
men—he has taken in the Clerks in office, and Mr. 
Mylne and others, who are to conſtitute the number 
ſtated ; though Mr. Mylne may not be a particular 
_ perſon alluded to, yet he may be of the number. 
Court. I don't know any affidavit that ſtates it. 
Mr. Solicitor General. I have not ſeen the affida- 
vits; your Lordſhip knows there was ſuch a noiſe in 
Court at the time they were read, it was impoſſible 
to diſtinguiſh ſome parts of the affidavit. I believe 
the meaning of the affidavit comprehends all theſe 
men, who he their ſeveral functions in the Hoſpi- 
tal muſt be of the ſame deſcription. 88 Res 
My Lord, the reverend Mr. Cooke is another per- 
ſon, who is the firſt Chaplain to this Hoſpital, who 
has ſuffered ſo very much in the buſineſs, Mr. Er- 
ſkine, out of compaſſion to him, would ſay nothing 
more upon the ſubject ; but from the ridicule of one 
gentleman, and the invective of another, he has al- 
ready had his ſhare of the abuſe. As to the ridicule 
or invective, if any anſwer is to be given, it is to be 
left to Mr. Cooke himſelf. I can only anſwer to thoſe 


ſubje& matter the Court is to inquire into. Mr. 
Cooke is charged in this pamphlet with having pur- 
chaſed a ſeat at this Board, and with having bar- 
gained for this place of Chaplain, under the ſanction 
of the firſt Lord of the Admiralty. My Lord, theſe 
are not places purchaſed—a Directorſhip is not a 


ought. to be exerciſed by perſons appointed, n 
the conſideration of the abilities 855 ſituation of 
the perſon who can or cannot attend the duties of 
this Hoſpital, and diſcharge them. Though I don't 
know it, at leaſt it has not been ftated by the Coun- 
fel, and, I preſume, there is nothing in the affidavits 
to prove any ſuch tranſaction ever happened, as that 
Mr. Cooke purchaſed a ſeat at this Board, or bar- 


hy 


gained for it with money. 


Mr. 


nied by Mr. Cooke in his affidavit. 
Mr. Solicitor General, But it is ſaid, he is an un- 
fit 1 to apply to your Lordſhip. With reſpect 
to Mr. Cooke, there is another objection made to 
him, which I ſhould have thought did not come 
within the qualifications neceſſary, by the terms of 
the Charter; the objection is, he happens to be a 
Huntingdonſhire man and a landman. And it ſeems 
the induſtry of Mr. Baillie, Who ſays, there are a 
number of them freeholders or burgeſſes of Hun- 
tingdon, has found out that there are three or four 
of them officers of the Hoſpital. I don't know the 
affidavits go farther - that they are freeholders or bur- 
geſſes of the County of Huntingdon. Mr. Godby, the 


Mr. Melliſh, in impoſing upon the Hoſpital in the 
moſt. cruel manner, reſpecting the poor Penſioners 
within it. That the Hoſpital, in the moſt honoura- 
ble way contracted for the beſt proviſions they could 
be furniſhed with their intentions were defeated by 
the criminal corrupt connivance of Godby with 
Melliſh, that inſtead of the beſt ox beef there was 
bull beef, and ram mutton inſtead of wether. Then 
there is a charge againſt ſomebody, I don't know 
againſt whom it is meant, for compounding the pe- 
nalties; I preſume the Court of Directors, againſt 
whom the charge is meant for compounding this 


before your Lordſhip once in an action; after- 
wards another action was brought, and he would 
again have been convicted, but the penalties were 
again compounded, to the diſſatisfaction of Mr. 

Baillie, and others, who expected he would be 
ſeverely puniſhed. With reſpect to that moſt cri- 


conceive, the leaſt evidence to ſupport it in truth—I 
ſpeak now from ſome knowledge I have upon the 
ſubject there was no ſuch imputation of a crime 
upon him at the trial.* T! by vs 

My Lord, that action againſt Melliſh may be in 
the memory of your Lordſhip, which was brought 
by the order of the Court of Directors, when a ver- 
dict was found againſt him upon the ſeveral breaches 
aſſigned in that action againſt the bond, which ex- 


mixed it with bull beef, in ſuch a way, that to the 
eye it would deceive many people and judges, he 
had contrived it in ſo fraudulent a manner but the 
truth came out ; there aroſe complaints all was not 


ſpected, and particularly examined by boiling, to de- 


which there was a conviction of Melliſh z though 
there was a great many penalties ſued for, they did 
not take any other but what they thought they had 
evidence of; it ſtood in your Lordſhip's paper, and 


was mentioned that it was made up. 


Since that action was brought, there has not been 
the leaſt complaint, and the laſt action was for 


bringing the firſt action; fince the action, meat has 
been delivered according to the contract, and there 
has been no objection. e r 
This man was willing to ſubmit himſelf to the 
Directors, and at laſt it ended, upon the man making 
a ſubmiſſion, which was a matter as proper for the 
Directors to animadvert upon, as any men whatſo- 
ever: his crime was compounded, upon what terms 
Mr. Baillie does not ſtate, nor do I know any thing 
more, than that it was ſtated in the way I have now 
ſtated, . _ | „„ 1 
One great charge againſt the Directors was, this 
man was permitted to contract with them again. My 


* Upon the trial it was obſerved by the judge, 
the receiving officers, 5 | 5 


e ds ib ines d 
A/. Bearcrot. My Lord, this charge is not de- 


Steward, is charged with having connived with a 


offence with Melliſh, after his being convicted 


minal connivance of Godby, there is not, as I 


preſsly obliged him to furniſh'meat, according to the 
ſtipulated contract and prices. It appeared, he had 


right; upon which they appointed the meat to be in- 


tect this abuſe; they did try it, in conſequence of 


there was ſome talk of delaying the cauſe, when it 


breaches of a contract that had been made before the 


B E N CH. xxxIi 
Lord, from the time of that action, has there been 
any breach of contract? Mr. Baillie does not pretend 
W ̃m;m os cl IR $I 7 
Captain Baillie. An hundred times. 
Mr. Solicitor General. There is no ſuch thing in 


the affidavit, that I knowof the moderation of Cap- 
tain Baillie convinces me of nothing but that the 


Directors acted upon great deliberation and full 
examination; but 1 ſee there is no objection ſtated 
in the book, nor is there any affidavit of the kind. 

It is faid there was no advertiſement to deliver in 
any propoſals, I did not hear it was Yworn in the affi- 
davit ; but the contrary is true, and that Melliſh de- 
livered in propoſals more reaſonable than any body 
elſe. © Sib | 

He now receives a certain ſum from the Vic- 
tualling Office, and they have found his ability is 
ſuch he can perform the contracts within the time 
and can ſerve them in as good a way as any. 
It is certain the Hoſpital brought actions againſt 
him, and found him guilty of frauds, but there is 
no pretence to ſay it ſince this new contract. Mr. 


Baillie does not mention there has been any fraud 


committed ſince, and yet this is the charge upon the 
Directors, that they have ſince contracted with a man 
that had been convicted of fraud. Fac 

Every body conceives from a charge of this kind, 
from the manner expreſſed here—Melliſh has a cor- 
rupt influence in the court of Directors, and a pre- 
ference before every body elſe, in the manner ſtated 
to your Lordſhip it is ſhewing the Directors had the 
worſt of motives for contracting with a man whom 
they knew would be guilty of frauds upon the con- 
ſtitution of the Hoſpital, or elſe it meant nothing, and 
Mr. Baillie would not have inſerted it without ſome 
meaning or other. | 
Then, my Lord, there is a charge upon one Ellis, 
that he got into debt with the Hoſpital to the 
amount of about three or four thouſand pounds of 
the charity money, and he abſconded with part of 
their money—nothing is more true than that it got 
into his hands, and he abſconded, and they have 
never got the money. 8 1 

And what is a more ſerious truth, they have no 
chance of getting their money, becauſe Ellis at the 
time he was found out in this buſineſs was not worth 
a ſhilling ; reſpeCting this your Lordſhip knows that 
the Board neceſſarily adviſed with people for the 
direction of a buſineſs of this kind of the law; and 
in truth it appears the moment his detection was 
laid before a proper officer to proſecute, Ellis diſ- 
appeared. | I F 
And this is charged as a criminal neglect upon the 
part of the Directors, in ſuffering Ellis to abſcond 
with ſo much money in his hands, or which he had 
embezzled—theſe are charges that are made in this 
book againſt the Directors that generally conſtitute 
the Board, | _-* „„ PTL be 

A ſtory was told you of one. Huggin, Mr. Mylne's 
labourer, that made no part of the buſineſs, I be- 
lieve it was not ſworn to, I took it from Mr. Mur- 
phy's ſtating ſome action, which brought about a 
diſpute of a nurſe in the Hoſpital, and the would 
not ſubmit her caſe to a deciſion of the Council, 
and ſhe was turned out, and they add as a fact a fon 
of hers was turned out too. Cd HP os | 
Mr. Baillie has not affigned the reaſon in his affi- 
davit for turning out' the ſon of this woman, if he 
had I ſhould have had no obſervation to have made 
about it, but I have enquired abour this bufineſs, and 
I do not ſee it makes any part of the affidavits. The 
ſon was turned out becauſe the mother had not a 
proper certificate. | TOO 
The mother had produced a forged certificate to 
get him in—this was in truth the reaſon why this 
boy was turned out of the charity, and would of 


that the impoſition could not have happened, but from the ignorance or corru ption of 


icſelf 
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itſelf be a ſufficient” reaſon to turn the woman out 
that had got the forged certificate; but this makes 


no part, that I know of, reſpecting the queſtion in 


this caſe. 
As that was mentioned as an act of cruelty in 
ſomebody not named, I thought proper to take fo 
rg notice of it chat it might be laid out of the 
Caſe 

My Lord, that there is matter of libel _ ca- 
lumny contained in this book, not one of the Gen- 
tlemen have diſputed that a reproach is thrown 


upon the body of Directors, not one of them have 


ſaid a word about. 

We are told it is not a libel though it were falſe 
though it contained calumny of the deepeſt dye, 
it is not a libel Why? becauſe it 1s laid "waa pro- 
per perſons in the ordinary courſe. of redreſs, by a 
perſon whoſe duty it was to repreſent to thoſe that 
were to hear and redreſs ; that was the poſition laid 
down; the Gentlemen might have ſpared themſelves 
the labour of citing any author whatſoever. 

If it was Captain Baillie's duty to repreſent any 
abuſes or ſuppoſed abuſes of this charity, and he had 


made that repreſentation really and with intention to 


have the ſame redreſſed, without any intention to ca- 
lumniate the character of any Gentleman, 
The Gentlemen might have contented tbemſctves 


with that propofition, and been ſure it would net be 
oppoſed Who are the officers to remove them? The 


appointment is in the Admiralty, the amotion is in 
the Lords of the Admiralty. by the Charter. 

Did Captain Baillie deliver this to Lord Sandwich 
and the reſt of the Lords of the Admiralty merely 
with a view to have an enquiry into the abuſes he is 
eren to have expoſed? 

he deliver it to the Lords of the Admiralty 

to let them know the Directors voted by ſome in- 
fluence or other, he could not tell what ? Could it 
be the purpoſe of this book, framed as it is dapper re. 
flections upon that firſt Lord of the Admiralty, and 


every perſon ſerving under the firſt Lord of the Ad- 


miralty ? 

Could it be imagined this was done with a view 
to draw down an enquiry, and to have redreſs ? Is it 
poſſible he ſhould abuſe thoſe in the groſſeſt terms in 
whom the redreſs lay, at the time he was ſupplitating 
for redreſs? * 

Has he confined it to thoſe he ſu noſed had the 

er of redreſs, to the Governors of the Hoſpital ? 
Has he confined it to them? No He ſays it is true I 
have delivered it to them, but I have delivered it to 
ſome friends of mine. 

Court. Only ſince the proſecution to adviſe with his 
Counſel, or a friend or two for advice upon the pro 
ſecution. 

Mr. Solicitor General. I thought he confined it to 
his Counſel. 

Court. To his Counſel and a friend or two, and 
before he let any one perſon have it he delivered one 
to the firſt Lord of the Admiralty, 

Mr. Peckham. When he delivered it to me, it was 
with a ftri& charge not to let i it go out of my hands 
to * body. | 
Mr. J. Willes. Cowley s affidavit expreſſes it. 

Mr. Solicitor General, I ſtand corrected Then it 
will be for your Lordſhip to ſay whether this could 
be the motive of Captain Baillie in deliyering this 


book, with the ſeveral charges contained in it, which 


were not the ſubject matter of redreſs? 

In particular, what complaint is there againſt Mr. 
Stuart, who now appears before your Lordſhip as 
one arraigned for having voted in the Directorſhip 
under the influence and the direction of ſomebody 
elſe; nay in being told his fitting in the Directorſnip 
is incompetent to him, and the office he bears, as he 
was by that means to inſpect his own accounts, and 


*The Lords of the Admiralty make but a ſmall part of the Governors and Commiſſionere of the Eu png Mig en 
ſays groſs abuſe without ſaying what that abuſe was —only a plain repreſentation of facto. | 
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Baillie (I don't 
exception of-that in 2 he is 80 fit for this 


B E N G H. 
be the 3j ee teaſonableneſs ol the. articles? bs 
ou — | | 


ndation for this? 125 
What is the foundation? +. "x 
Mr. Stuart is the Surveyor of. all * 0 8 | 

on in this Hoſpital, it is not contended by Mr, 

whether he makes an expreſy 


there any 


duty, or to judge of the plans and eſtimates laid be- | 


fore the Hoſpital. 


is W N be bufineſs of Mr. Stuart, not 


only to inform himſelf of the plans or eſtimates iaid 
before them, but the utility of them, and the expence 
with which they are to be attended. 

Mr. Stuart has a certain annual ſalary as Surveyor 
of the works of this Hoſpital, and whether there 
are more or leſs is nothing to Mr. Stuart, but he is 
charged in his department with giving his opinion 

upon ſome articles for the benefit of other people 
Is there any foundation whatſoever in 'this charge 
inſt Mr. Stuart, who is in truth an officer at an 
annual falary? it is totally indifferent to him, as the 
expence the Hoſpital is put to, is not determined by 
him, he is only to ſee there is e! improper done 
or charged. 

This is the nature of Mr. Stuart s fituation with 
_ to theſe eh made upon him by Mr. 

le. | 

We are told too we ate not within the ordinary 
rule or courſe with reſpect to informations; and 
the caſe of General Plaiſtow has been mentioned, 
where the Court required a particular denial of one 
of the charges, in a paper upon that General's conduct. 

Theſe perſons are charged with having impoſed 
upon the Court in the manner ſet forth; and that 
they have in their breaſt a ſalvo for the oath they 
have taken, and that they themſelves have put a 
eonſtruction upon the articles and charges and 
they ſwear wn ther are not true according to . con- 
ſtruction. 

Is it poſſible to "ot that conſtruction upon this 
affidavit; or if an indictment was preferred againſt 
them, is it poſſible for any Counſel to ſtand up and 
tell a jury what they have ſworn from their dn 
ideas are VF 
ſubject, 

They conceive the charge to contain that im 
tion, which in truth the Directots do not 3 
and therefore they ſwear they are not guilty accords 
mg to that iimputation.' 

What they have ſworn does not apply to them 


any otherwiſe ; there is not one of them, nor any 


counfel of the bar, would ſtand up to ſtate ſuch a 
fact before a jury, and call it perjury it is impoſſi - 
ble. I have ſtated to your Lordſhip many general 
charges I have ſelcted, ſo far as the general charges 
_ any one of 3 far they oy _—_ are not 

Ay. 

In the firſt place, it is aid they all vote cording | 
to direction, they never give a vote but from di- 
rection, and they ſuſpend their vore till then— 
What does that imply? Can it have more than one 
meaning, which is this? they don't uſe their own 
judgment as they are bound to do, it cannot have any 
other eonſtructien. 

It is ſaid they have not gone into rticulits, but 
contented themſelves, 1 in making hel” denials, with 
a reſervation in their own minds—from which re- 
ſervation they cannot poſſibly be guilty of perjury. 

I wiſh they would fate to me that alternative in 
any part Which is applicable to the denial, as it 
would go to a great number more of the general 
charges to which theſe Gencleman have ſworn (it is 
ſaid) to ſatisfy the Court I take it in each of them 
there is a denial ſufficient, and no prevarication what- 
ever, your Lordſhip will ney the denial and the 
import of this charge. | 


Tha 


11. N oo * 
eee em enn 


The 1 ate EY e officers n a 
WE i ie Court have: thought any. objections 


ing tepotted of peophłe in ſueh capacities, and not 


faunded in fact, have been «ſuſhclent n Wn 
an informatib . n 10 17 
As a-aharge- upon a man in a public Capacity _ 
doing; bis dbty: is a libel s in private thete may be 
libels; as in the caſe uf General Plaiſtow, it was not 
only charging him with having been at the Old 
Baily fingly, as Mr. Erſkine has ſaid, but the facts 


of his being abroad as a gameſter, and dealing with 


falſe dice, and man other Furie charges of that 
kind in a particular company. 
The Court required! hinal to . Va an affidavit of 
theſe articles; that was: what the Court required him, 
9 male 2 \nffidavit-o+he|,.corplairied: of this as a 
| were ſtated! with preciſion and par- 
ricularity; ſo he could not be n * en in 
| an{werings .' enn n OS Lb 
| That was the caſe of General Plaiftoirs but your 
have heard à great deal which:: paſſed: at 
the Committee of Euquiry; and that it was a joke, 
and the trial was ſet on foot for achuitting: thoſe 
dhargtd, aud throwing the blame upon Mr. Baile! 7 
And Mr. Banlie ſtates he went to the R 


to have this enquited ibtog nnd Lord Sandwich told 


bim to name»>ſeven/our of the Direftors; which con- 
fiſt of twenty · fbr, fonie by: their offices, 'as the Go- 
vetnor, Lieutenant Governor) Auditor, and Treaſurer 
are Directors, and the reſt make ay er Four that 
are appointed: by the Admnaralty. 11 
Haie they rey the names uf thetk — — 
the Adiniralty a The have ſtated: the C in, Sur- 
bp ; and Si Receiver to/be/three;i but have 


2 


veyot, m 
they: ſiated the ther ſeventtenò of 8 

rate E 
their charactets for the ucquittal of men guilty of 


they are? how! tikety to be inſſuenced to 


offences of this kind the amotions being in che 
Admivalty; the firſt Lord of rhe Admiralty wiſhes 
de would appoint ſeven, as he admits in his book, 
and chat mumy ef chem are of able cha- 
ractets. Says Lord Sandwich, do 'you name fever 
euFof chem, and I will fend am aurhority for chem 
to make the enquiry he Was to name ſevery df the 
Direcxots to enefuire into the Directors conduct, and 
f thoſe: feveral - officers that are appointed by $6 
Admiralty who have a power to remove them 

- Me; Baie in bis book” bas jnjared's- great hy 
petidiis of -moſt irreproachable charafturs, ſome of 
them tren quite at liberty. Says Lord Sandwich 
again, Mr. Bellic, hame ſeven men but of the Di- 


rectors, ind: Fall ſend 2 direction: f thank to en- 


quire into the bottom of it? Ne, Sir, ſays he, I 
Wir dor bee any ef 'the Director then ſays the 
firſt Lord of the Acrmralty to him, if you will 
not name them, T willLhe names Sir Meyfiek Bur- 
relt, Mr. Cut, Captain James, Captain Barker, Me. 
Wells, Captain Reynolds, and Mr. Sdvarye | 


ee J Gen t dd Mr, Bernie in the pre 


{hr affdavit, ay of thoſe” Directors referred to by 
che printed retmorial in the book mob gt che ſeven. 
| Directors? 955 
0 My. Brateroff. My Lord; were are forte. of 
BET 55 
M. Solicitor Generak Not obe of: em among 
be ſe ven named—and- one of the whole number 
ſr. Baillie migät bave talen any ſeven. Fe might 
have taken any mame wich you will out of the” 


1 ® N EY . i 


wit 1 fall into RAVE of thoſe . attend 
er * enn tHe 5 

Ibis enquiry, was, appointed, ſays: Mr. Peckham, 
at. it: was an ill | court... "Wt . FI Eh: 

- Mya Hertham. did not call it a court, but men 
appointed to enquire and report upon their ow/¹n con- 

duct, not to — judgment and ſentence too, they 
ſhould hate nothing more than, report to thoſe, 
who had that power. 

„Fot. I take; it to be . by 

the Governors z ata general: are of der een they 
were appointed. R IG 

A, Solicitar General. Ye, the court of Geverndry 


1 


conſiſt of a great number of gentlemen.; ſeven: of 


thoſe men axe appointed by the Court uf Governors, 
and: Mr. Baillie might have had the nomination of 
them, as 1 pos uy of every one of them—He 
would not acquieſce ; ſays Lord Sendwiob, I will name 
; them—No, ſays he, the Governors are to name them. 
We did not know what was the intention of the 
Commixtee to de, becauſe the app! icatidn to this Court 
was ſirſt made; we did not — . ene dime ee re- 
port of This Court of Enquir . 

Caurt. Net by the report? 

At. Solieitor General. Les, = the e id 3 


WN 1 


as the Knquiry was over, but during the Enquiry, | 


while they were conſulting amongſt themſelves about 


the report, this application was made to the Courepnot 


Nang till the report was made: 


3; Gonrt. | The report was peblickly wad Me: Bail 
| lie though he had no copy of it? 


Ii. Seleditdr- ee 
Auguſt. odor ban lie 
3 Tr The min Trinieyx Tenn 
Golicitor eee. The motion was in 
or the. i ormation, bug the en b 


377 not over. 


the; and of the 

Mrs Bearcro 
Gi ſider of and mak report 6 
was to conſider 0 m be e 2 
. 
Mr. Solieitor |; r. Murphy 1: 5 to wer 
A Auguſt and urphy fps, 

Court. It might be in Auguſt, but on what day as 
bar... was, it read, * the bering of 5 e 

Mr. Saliciter, Gino... 1 certainly. In not read 
to him; it was not drawn up; I remember aſking the 
queſtion; what: * ann and: ey 
ſaid; ( they could not tell). 

8 0 Bombing runs in my head that it was read 
to him 

AA. Bearcroft: It was read chin! my Lord, at the 
time he was told he was ſuſpended 

My. Solicitor Grneral. It vas read in the General 
Coun of Governors. | 

Court. The report is the fixth of Auguſt. 


No not thons. ir. wn 


12111 
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Mr. Solicilor Ginefal; It was read to Mr. Baillie: at ; 
the Grnewal Court of Governors of: the Hoſpital, who 


ſuſpended him in the month of Auguſt. In truth, 1 

was not certain to the time the report was made. I 

aſkod the Attorney when he came into Court the laſt 

day; he told me, thoſe who were adviſed: upon this 

; buſineſs thought it not a: proper thing to move this 

Court till after the enquiry was finiſhed, they thought 
it migſit be an impfoper influence. 


body, Which you know to confift of mem of the The gentlemem have over and over again alluded to 


firſt character arid beyond all repronch name them 
yourſelf ? 1 wilt not name them becauſe they are 


the great delay in the progreſs of that Enquiry, not a 


wordt of which did Lever hear a hint of, till Mr. Bear- 


parties Whar cod be done Lord Sand wick named croft ſtuted it. 


ſeven of,thoſe Directors, not one apaitſt Hot there 
lat charge, and they were not at all 
im the tranfaction whoſe" gener bull 
it was to attend theſe” mevtitigs. 

I every corporrion and Membly they ul be 
ſelected as theſe were; every body kndWs they muſt 
ed Alf the buſineſs incumbent upon the members to 


And, that this getaltinsn ſulſered extremely, not on- 
y froin 


but by a gentleman who fortunately is 
Mr. Morgan, to aniwer for himſelf, and, I truſt, 


will acquit himielf. of every infitwation upon him be- 
There 


* the Court. 


roin the indecent manner with which thoſe that 
nes conſtituted that Commitee treated him during their 


r | 
Aſturſt. "Where was houſe of "waiting, tild 


that the bulineſs of the meeting of the Committee 


- 


K1NG's B E N d g. 


And they may be told, as theſe have been, they ate 
Lordſhip has heard a great deal upon indeed, which influenced by other motives than their own conſcience 
was what paſſed ſubſequent ®© this report. Your when they give their votes; and, I truſt, your Lord- 

| Lordſhip has had an account of the manner in which ſhip will ſay, this rule ougit to be made abſolute 
this report was read, in what way it was received,' and againſt Captain Baillie, for it is a libel upon the cha- 
che conſequetice that attended Mr. Baillie; that he was racters of men that did not deſerve it, with an intent to 


xxxiv 


There is another part of the caſe which your 


diſmiſſed by the holding up of hands, or in ſome ſuch tranſmit to poſterity this ſtigma—that the men who 
ridiculous manner, by the meeting of perſons whom were to execute this public truſt did not act upon their 
they did not name—it was a meeting of the Gover- own judgment, but were made the inſtruments of te- 
nors of this Hoſpital. % 1012) DAT wig 
This part of the caſe which has happened in Au- ee ee n IRE 
guſt, your Lordſhips have no opportunity of hearing 
a ſyllable about the buſineſs was a ſubject of com- 
plaint, originally founded upon affidavits previous to be, BT DTS Bf bond 
the tranſactions. © e FOE 20 MMA it pleaſe your Lordſhip to favour me upon 
Four Lordſhips have heard a great deal of that the ſame fide with Mr. Solicitor General. Having at- 
which was ſtated upon affidavit. Is there any perſon tended as carefully as I could to every mg e by the 
applying to this Court, if a party in the tranſactions gentlemen upon the other ſide, I confeſs, I was rather 
alluded to in Auguſt, that has a poſſibility of being inclined to think they were moving for an information 
heard ? : 599 ge C1003 12 C926, HUE tom the manner they defended themſelves, than ſhew- 
Are your Lordſhips to take all theſe ſuſpicions and ing cauſe againſt this rule. Fee ner Þ 
apprehenſions of Mr. Baillie, with reſpect to the mo- The gentlemen have all founded themſelves upon 
tives for theſe tranſactions, as containing impurations the affidavit of Mr. Baillie as ſuppoſing it fubſtan- 
upon any one gentleman ? OO ©® 2+. tnlally true, and upon that they ſuppoſe every abuſe, 
Court. As to that you ate heard; but as to the which the book ſays is true, is founded in fact, and 
fact, that the Governors have exerciſed their -judg- that was the defence he meant to make. 
ment ſo far as to have ſuſpended him, is that denied? It is not expected we ſhould anſwer the ridicule of 
Mr. Solicitor General, I only mean de fasse he is the two firſt gentlemen, - the invectives of the third, 
ſuſpended, 313 dior the florid eloquence that fell from Mr. Erſkine, but 
Court. Then de facto he is ſuſpended; if ſo, I to ſubmit what we have to ſay in favour of the proſe- 
would adjourn the conſideration of this and have it cutors, who are only attentive to their on character, 


+ +» The Speech of My. Newnham, © .- 


enquired into. | + and in their conſciences knowing (as they ſtate) they ; 
x 5 Solicitor General. He is in fact ſuſpended. are guiltleſs of the charges contained in the libel. 
Court. That is all I wanted to kn. - - That there are charges againſt them was admitted 


Mr. Solicitor General. As to the mere fact of ſuſ- by ſome. of the Counſel. Mr. Bearcroft tated. ſome 
penſion, they have had no opportunity of being heard very ſevere charges, though the other gentlemen ſeemed 
upon it. If there is any imputation ariſing upon to ſay, there were no charges of a ſpecifie fraud againſt 
them for that, they have had no opportunity of an- them. I don't know what charge can be more ſevere 
ſwering—to be ſure, I don't pretend to ſay, that is not or ſpecific againſt any body of men, namely, that for 
a material fact to be laid before your Lordſhip in the want of ability ar integrity, they are unfit any longer 


examination of the buſineſs, Whether it is proper for 


your Lordſhip to proceed or not, ſeeing the party has 
dad ſome puniſhment for this offence. © 
I don't quarrel with the fact being ſtated to the 
Court, but the manner in which it was ſtated, and the 
animadverſions made upon the perſons that conſtituted 
that Court when the ſuſpenſion took place. | 


This is a part of the caſe that cannot be taken into 


conſideration at all more than the mere facts of the 


+ 


or both, and they thought it incumbent upon 


to continue in the exerciſe of that important office they 
held —it is calling them in other terms fools or knaves, 
them to 
proceed againſt the gentleman that dared to aſperſe chem 
and to ſay the charge is groundleſs. e 
There are ſeveral other ſpecific charges one, that 
a great quantity of prize- money Mr. Baillie ſuppoſed 


to be due for prizes taken in the late war. 1585 
Your Lordſhip knows thoſe prizes unclaimed are 


caſe, and that the party has ſuffered to the amount of given by Parliament to Greenwich Hoſpital. He ſtates, 
Gol. a year. | gz +. * ſince the Charter that paſſed preceding the date of this 
It may be ſo—that fact, to be ſure, is a very mate- publication, the Directors have been ſo inattentively 
rial conſideration for your Lordſhip in the diſcuſſion of negligent to the affairs of the Hoſpital, that no ſteps 
a ſubject of this kind, when uſing that diſcretionary were taken to recover this money; whereas, if any | 
power which 1s in the Court. | ſtep had been taken, more than forty or fifty thouſand 
I apprehend this buſineſs is within the very rule ne- pounds might have been recovered. e 
ceſſary for informations, as there has been imputations Mr. Baillie muſt know ſteps have been taken, and 
upon a body of men executing this Charter according thirty or forty thouſand pounds has been recovered, 
to the beſt of their ability and agreeable to their con- and every ſtep had been taken to promote a ſpeedy re- 
ſciences. BA... BLOT TT . covery; and, as he ſtates, theſe prize agents were liv- 
They are charged with having acted by the mandates ing at the Weſt Indies, it was neceſſary to file a bill in 
of others, and not only ſo, but they ſuſpended their vote the Court of Equity in Jamaica, and upon every in- 
till they received ſuch directions and in other inſtan- terlocutory order, the prize agents applied to the Pri- 
ces, the ſeats were bought at this board, and if ſo, they vy Council. Mr. Baillie knows that they applied to 
are unfit to come there - that they ought to be placed the Privy Council. I have had the honour to attend 
there by perſons in whom the truſt is inveſted and not them upon ten different conſultations ; I think they 
by others; theſe are the facts charged upon the Direc- diſmiſſed the appeal with coſts. Ng e e 
tors and no anſwer has been given to it. Ik̃ be order of the Privy Council went as far and 
Therefore, under all theſe circumſtances, I truſt your farther than they had ever done before; particularly, one 
Lordſhip will ſee it is a caſe proper for the animadver- of the learned judges deſired them to ga as far as they 
ſion of this Court—lr is a libel upon perſons in public could, and they gave conſiderable coſts in the buſi- 
ſtations ; it is inſulting them in thoſe ſtations, and is neſs ; ſo they went on in the courſe of the buſineſs as 
diſtinguiſhable from the common caſe of a perſon ap far as the Court of Chancery in Jamaica would per- 
plying for an information for a libel. , / EE et EN 
I ſubmit to your Lordſhip, here is ſuch a denial of Court. I hope they always give intereſt. I always 
the charges in the libel as will ſatisfy the Court—if give it at Guildhall and the Privy Council ſhould—1 
your Lordſhips do not interfere in this caſe, every per- only give you an inſtance of a precedent. 
ſon's application hereafter may be over-ruled, though Mr. Newnham. I hope they will ultimately give 
the application be made by a body of this kind. |. intereſt in Jamaica. 26 


| Court: 


Court. You obſerve it was a caſe where the agents 
ſeemed to be feinting, and keeping the money back, 
after it come into their hands. 
Vr. Newnham. Then with reſpect to the other 
inſtances, particularly the butcher, the Directors 
muſt have been plaintiffs, though not by name, and 
it was not to be expected they would betray the cauſe 
of the Penſioners What was the opinion of the 
Directors? they directed that an opinion ſhould be 
given immediately, and in deciſive terms. 5 


taken to proſecute Melliſh, and he was convicted; 
and would have been convicted a ſecond time ; but 
the Directors are charged afterwards with contracting 
with this. , „ 
The Contract was open, in conſequence of public 
advertiſements, and Melliſh was the loweſt bidder, 
his offer was the loweſt terms. Would not Mr. Baillie 
with greater propriety, and more force, have abuſed 
the Directors with want of attention to the intereſt 
of the Hoſpital, if they had not taken the loweſt 
Contract is there any thing to ſay of him after the 
ſecond action? He is ſtated to be worth a cv rr 
ſand pounds, that is not by defrauding the Hoſpital. 

"Ces, Hemeantibats ole... 4 6 boot 
Mr. Newnbam, He offered to do it upon better 
terms than any body elſe, Reſpecting the ſpecific 
terms of the charges, they are_found. to. be ground- 
leſs, and they are in fact, and in terms, poſitively 
denied. It is ſaid, fo far as they tend to criminate 


5 


144 


the perſons making the affidavits, they are falſe. One 


erſon can't ſwear what relates to another perſon is 
Falſe, but ſo far as relates to himſelf, each ſay it is 
TT.! . ̃ ere nn i 
What is the objection to Mr. Stuart? Is he incom- 
petent ? Is he unfit for the Office of Surveyor? and 
bis knowledge in the profeſſion ſo bad and trifling, as 
not to make him worthy of the appointment? Is 
affidavit of Mr. Baillie fixing any particular charge 
Pets , Tn By 5 
I think it is the ſame, only in the publication 
with reſpect to Mr. Mylne, it ſays he is a landman. 


or proved, within the conſtruction of this Charter, 
that every perſon whatſoever, employed in the ma- 
nagement of the Hoſpital, muſt be a ſeaman— 
Should an Architect and a Builder be a Seaman, or 
any ſuch perſons who are paid for their particular la- 

bour, is it incumbent upon them to be Seamen ?-I 
conceive not; and what is ſtated of Mr. Mylne be- 
ing the Clerk of the Works, is applicable to other 


Works ought to be a Seaman, | 

Then one of the gentlemen is charged with be- 
ing the contriver to defraud the Hoſpital of one thou- 
ſand pounds for cleaning pictures, as Mr. Bearcroft 
faid of Mr. Stuart. | 
Would your Lordſhip imagine this was a painted 


feet, and could not. be repaired in a proper manner, 
under a thouſand pounds or thereabouts *? 4 

It was ſtated to be an immaterial thing to the Ho- 
ſpital, whereas in fact Mr. Baillie is obliged to ac- 


revenue for ſnewing this to ſtrangers. Ng vu 
It was neceſſary to preſerve it, and it does not ap- 
pear Mr. Stuart was in any degree guilty of the ſmal- 
leſt impropriety, or the friend he recommended, who 
actually has done it at an inferior price to that which 
was uſual. | 821 0 eee 
With reſpect to Mr. Cooke, the ſubject has been 
wore quite threadbare, he (Mr. Cooke) ſtates the 
charge againſt him to be falſe. | 
He is ſtated as having purchaſed, under the ſanc- 
tion of a particular perſon, whoſe name I don't wiſh 
to mention, the office he enjoys. Is there any proof 
of. it ?—None—and it is denied flatly and poſitively 
by Mr. Cooke. TR. 


* 
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In conſequence of that opinion, a method was 


there was any particular charge made. 


They ſer ſeven days, and make a report, which was 
of | ſubſequent, in 
there any inſtance of the fort, of any thing in this 


That is not imputable to DireQors—Is it at all ſaid 


builders, and they will not ſay the Clerk of the 


Hall; containing I don't know how many thouſand 


knowledge it brings in four or five hundred a year 


Xxx 


Court. Do you mean that he gave the Chaplain 
that | reſigned money for ſo doing not that he pur- 
chaſed it, but gave the Sea Chaplain ſomething to go 
out. rg 0 mr | 

Mr. Neunbam. It is ſtated in the book he pur- 
chaſed the Chaplainſhip ; that he bargained and paid 
money for it under the ſanction of the firſt Lord of 


the Admiralty. | x | 
Mr. Bearcroft. Is that denied in any of your af 


fidgvits ? 15 f 

Mr. Newnham. I don't know. My Lord, it is 
made matter of complaint. I conſidered it as a 
complaint made againſt the proſecutors, in the man- 
ner the gentleman admitted, that a vaſt number of 
landmen found their way to the Hoſpital—-By whole 
meme, 1+. Wen | 
ls that imputable to the Directors? 

Certainly nor. | is 
It is ſtated however, that this book was not in- 
tended as a general publication, but merely as a re- 
monſtrance to perſons competent to redreſs grie- 
vances, of which it contains a long detail; in conſe- 
quence of which Mr. Baillie is deſirous to have an 
enquiry into their conduct, and a General Board of 
the Directors is ſummoned, and Mr. Baillie attends. 

To whom was the application to be made for re- 
dreſs of internal grievances, and the regulation of 
the Houſe, but the Directors that were competent to 
interpoſe? | e 
. Mr. Baillie was offered to chuſe ſeven of his own 
naming—he declines it—he. could not decline it 
upon account of none of 'them being competent, for 
he ſtates, that many perſons were of irreproachable 
character and honour amongſt them, and there was 
no perſon amongſt the Committee, againſt whom 


int of time, to the application to 
your Lordſhip for this rule; for the application was 
made in Trinity Term, the report bears date in 
Auguſt, conſiderably after the expiration of that 
term, ſo that every thing was ſubſequent to that ori- 
ginal application to the Court for an information. 
The Proſecutors of this rule have not had the 
{ſmalleſt opportunity to anſwer in any reſpect the af- 
fidavits, and it reſts wholly upon the affidavit of Mr. 
Baillie, and the others, without the ſmalleſt oppor- 


tunity of being heard againſt them. 


I take it from them, that all the ſpecific charges 

againſt every one of them are falſe; and they have as 
good a right to ſay they are falſe as they have to ſay 
they are true. The affidavits contradict each other. 
I have no doubt volumes of affidavits of other 
very reſpectable people might be produced to con- 
tradict every one of the charges in the affidavits, and 
with reſpect to ſome of them, they are exceedingly 
miſtaken and miſrepreſented, which is as much as 
decency will permit a Counſel to ſay of thoſe that 
fall immediately within my knowledge. 

But ſuppoſing them all true, or falſe, itmattersnot— 
it is {aid it was only a complaint to perſons competent 
to redreſs grievances, and meant as a remonſtrance 
or memorial, and in the firſt place, it was not meant 
to be public, only to a ſet &t gentlemen competent 
to redreſs the grievances. | 

I don't think it is proper to leſſen or diminiſh the 
right of application br redreſs of grievances, to any 
perſons competent to relieve them ; but I don't know 
how any man preſenting a petition or memorial to any 
ſet of men, has a right to ſay, You are a pack of fools 
or knaves. If ſuch a thing is done, it is not within the 
right of petitioning ; that is my idea with reſpect to 
this publication—To whom does he deliver it? Not 
to perſons capable of redreſs—he delivers it to per- 
ſons who have no authority to amove—he tells you 
the Directors are knaves. Can the Directors amove 
themſelves, or their fellow Directors? Certainly not: 
and therefore it was not competent to apply to them 
for redreſs, in any reſpect, of that particular grie- 
vance, which, he ſays, was occaſioned by a pack of 


knaves 
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knaves or fools, having found their way irito an Ho- 
ſpital by means of Parliamentary influence; I have 


appointed to the office they enjoy, I know nothi 
of it; but ſure 1 am, that ſome of the perſotis; 
ſee in the lift of the direction, are Directors, that 
were in before the firſt Lord of the Admiralty had 
any office in this country. I believe ſotne have been 
there for thirty years or more - this ſeemed to be the 
great ground upon which the gentlemen have gone: 
J ſhall leave Mr. Morgan to defend himſelf in the 
way he thinks fit, concerning his conduct at Green - 
wich Hoſpital ; I have nothing to do with that put 
of the matter OOO en Tart 
Curt. That is not Kine 
Mr. Newnham. I was not preſent, I cannot ſay a 

ſyllable upon the ill language they talk of, in reſpect 
to Mr. Baillie. re Teen | 
Court. You are concerned to defend an attack 
made upon ſpecial pleading. A 

Mr. Newnham. I have nothing to do with that 


in this caſe; there was ſome complaints of Mr. Bail- 


lie's heat, which has been conſpicuous to-day; but 
we have nothing to do with it; if they have, by 


warmth or heat, behaved amiſs to Mr. Baillie, I am 


perſuaded, the gentlemen are ſorry for it—T have no 
doubt there was a good deal of ill language; but I 
am perſuaded ſuch language could not have fallen 


without provocation. Upon the part of the preſent 


application to the Court, I am to fubmit to ybur 
Lordſhip the preſent Proſecutors think themſelves 
aggrieved and ill treated, and upon that ground they 
apply for an information, denying in a general way 
every fact that tends to criminate them, or that is 
made part of the charge, 

Mr. Macdonald. 1 am of Council upon the fame 


« 


fide, and I have great acknowledgments to make, 


and thanks to expreſs, to the gentlemen who have 


gone before me; for doing, in a great meaſure, my 
duty for me; it remains for me to ſtate amongſt the 
reſt, how extremely bad Mr. Stuart has been treated; 


and all the objections in the affidavit - of Mr. Baillie, 


and every other objection that has been made, do not 
extend to the Caſe of Mr. Stuart. Two claſſes of 
perſons, Architects and other Officers, have moved 
for an information, for being calumniated by this 
Officer of the Houſe, eſpecially Mr. Stuart, who is 
more particularly concerned. Mr. Baillie has thought 
proper, in a ſeparate capacity, to affect him in his 
buſineſs and occupation in life. I ſhall lay before 
your Lordſhip thoſe paſſages that affect him, and 


ſhew that he is calumniated. For Mr. Stuart my more 
immediate addreſs will be; but I ſhall ſay ſomething, 


with your Lordfhip's permiſſion, reſpecting the ge- 
neral point. 3 . 

It is very well worth obſervation, and 1 requeſt 
your Lordſhip's attention to the ſeaſon at which Mr. 
Baillie chofe to publiſh this account—uſt at that ſea- 
ſon when encouragement to Seamen was molt neceſ- 
lary, and by means of this book getting into their 
hands, or the examination of people who could com- 
municate it, your Lordſhip muſt fee the conſequence 
—Certainly the motive is clear; and the Directors, 
as individuals, had a very proper motive for bringing 
this before the public. It certainly tends to difcoun- 
tenance ſeamen from entering into his Majeſty's ſer 
vice, if ſuch a ſpitit, as this book might occaſion, 


ſould diffuſe itſelf amongſt ſuch a body of men it 


was particularly dangerous at that point of time, the 
beginning of March laſt: it certainly was not a 
proper time to make fuch an application by publifh- 
ing ſuch a book. I ſhall not go through every thing 
that has been ſuggeſted upon the other ſide ; but it 
ſtrikes me, the gentlemen have given the go-bye to 
the principal queſtion, and directed their attack in a 
quarter not before the Court Where it is not my 
buſineſs to defend. The argument the gentlemen, 
on the other fide, went upon, was ridicule, which 
has been uſed with ſucceſs, from every hand chat it 
came ; and the eloquence that has diſtinguiſhed: Mr. 
- ; "7. | 


Erſkine gave me great ſatisfaEtion?” In the courſe of 
my life F never felt greater pleaſure than in hearing 
my old ſchool- fellow, and one of the earlteſt friends 
of ny infaficy, deliver himſeif with ſuch great abi- 
Hty; and I eat odly fay of him qaniis i hicepto. Mr. 
Beurcroft told your LordMhip it was 4 Rate of facts to 
refreſi the memory of the Gvyetiiors and Directots, 
and net meant to be publiſhed at che Bookſellets or 
Stationers by a public ſale! As to publie or private is 
it poſſible for any body rhat reads the title page of it, or 
for any body that reads a ſingle page of it, or looks into 


any part' of it, not to ſee that the publication was 


meant for general inſpection, and meant at leaſt to 
be ſeen by all thoſe whole rank and fituation of life 
make them Governors? and then it can hardly be 
fuppoſed' the contents of it ſhould not be perfectly 
ublic as to publication there is little doubt it is tö 
e conſidered às fuck, and that it is a libel; as to the 
publiſhing it every where, though perhaps it is not 
o Unfverfälly publifhed' as if there had been à ſale of 
it; but its having been given to alt the Governors, 
chere can be no doubt it would be known to your 
Lordſbips, and that all the kingdom malt ſobh Khnow 
of it. It is faid it does not charge the Plfectors with: 


2 


fraud by no manner of means What does it do in the 


- 


caſe of theBurcher and of Ellis? If your Lofdſhip 5 


to almoſt any one page in'tlidt bock, tlie very wore 
Fraud occurs in almoſt every inſtanee, cotroption mul 
appear in the facts themſelves; that is the principal 
idea, and that an intire ſubördination tö the direction 
of others was the cafe with all but a few of the par. 
ticular managets of the Hoſpital, ſome of whom are 


contractors, and then that the Directors are from 
want of ability or integrity, unfit to be Directors of 
thar Hoſpital, and that many other frauds might b 
proved; and it is not proved to be ſimꝑ y ned 
to thoſe petſons who are guilty of actual fraud, 
But as for Mr Murphy to relieve Mr. Baillie, | 
whim they had frightened with the terrible name of 
Morgan the fpecial pleader, fo as to have almoſt 
thrown him into convulſions. He compares his caſe 
to the ſeven Biſhops ; thatmuſt be flattering indeed 
him, to be compared with ſeven Biſhops at once 
ſhould make an apology for mentioning the caſe of the 
ſeven Biſhops with the leaſt degree of lenity, it was 
upon reſiſting an illegal order which had been made, 
and it became the catechiſm of almoſt every ſubje& in 
the kingdom; it appears there was certain ſpecific 
acts required of them which were illegal—Was any 
ſpecific a& required of Mr. Baillie? In the next place 
What was ſaid to be a libel in them, was couched in 
terms more decent than' any that ever appeared before 
in the hiſtory of England, and that could not have 
been proved without their confeſſion, which was 
ſqueezed out of them by the privy-council, not by 
any proper proceſs; che names of the Counſel then 
were Saunders, Pollexfen, Somers, and others. Is 
this delivered in that cautious and delicate way? Does 
it contain ſuch form and at the ſame time ſuch pro- 
per language for ſubjects in the exertion of their 
LD with a due regard to the conſtitution ? Is that 
Mr. Baillie's caſe? No, on the contrary, every 


— 
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age is full of the harſheſt terms; it is not merely 
1 — them as matters of flippancy, and a little 
warmth which an honeſt intention might naturally 
roduce, but there are innumerable paſſages expreſt 
in the ſtrongeſt terms. Vour Lordſhips have the book 
and I might put it to the teſt to ſee. whether the lan» 
guage is not libellous. ref 
I think the conſtruction put upon the affidavits is 
denied by Mr. Erſkine: pointedly—I have not any 
idea but in your Lordſhips judgment Mr. Stuart falls 
under a very different deſcription from the reſt; in ſo 
far as the buildings, decorations, and alterations of 
buildings have been altered, it was owing to bad de- 
fign that he ſays the buildings have been altered, and 
it muſt be ſo when you convert a palace into an 
Hoſpital; he ſays alterations have been made becauſe 
the number of Penſioners have been enlaiged, and 


a * 
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ha denies any unneceſſary works being done with a 
5 to _ himſelf, and he expreſsly declares all 
he has been concerned with has been in his apprehen- 
* charge againſt Mr. Stuart is he wants 
to have it a palace inſtead of an Hoſpital ? 20 
Mr. Macdonald. That he wanted to do fo for his 
own. profit I think it is. . 5 
Curt. He has ſworn poſitively he did not mean 
that, you will find the words don't carry it. 
Mr. Macdonald. The words in my apprehenſion 
charge Mr. Stuart with acceding to the enlargement 
of the building to his own profit, and vaſtly to the 
injury of the Penfioners of the Hoſpital—if I under- 
- ſand it, it charges Mr. Stuart | 


Court. It charges him with making great rooms 
inſtead of lodgings for poor men ; other people might. 


be of a different opinion and may think there ſhould, 


be a mixture of both. 9 h 

Mr. Macdonald. Is this no charge upon Mr. Stuart, 
that for the purpo of a job he recommends a friend 
to clean the paintings in the hall?—he ſays a friend of 
his will clean it for 1000/. is not that meant as an 
imputation, when it is ſaid it might be done for 2301? 
but his propoſals. were ſent in two months after Mr. 
Stuart's propoſition was accepted. It is one of the 
moſt beautiful things in this kingdom, and as to the 
enquiry of this recommendation, if it was to be done 


by the yard it would amount to four or five times. 


that ſum; beſides it is material into whoſe hands it 


goes: it is not ſo much for the mere labour as the 


Price you pay for a man's art in the buſineſs. Is it 
no imputation upon Mr. Stuart that he goes hand in 
hand with ſuch perſons? My Lord, Mr. Stuart ſwears 
he did it not with any view but to preſerve that pro- 
_ fitable part of the building; if it ſhould be conſidered 
as no merit, certainly there is no foundation for any 
imputation, and in that cafe, as upon his part againſt 
Mr. Baillie, I dare ſay he would be as well ſatisfied 
ik it is not, as if the information is filed, if no merit 
is allowed, provided there was no imputation, I 
will not detain your Lordſhip upon a ſubject of this 


fort any longer, I will only juſt beg leave to ſtate to- 


your Lordſhip the ſtate of the ſuſpenſion of Mr. 
Baillie ; when ſo much confuſion had been bred in 
the Hoſpital by theſe diſputes, and in ſome meaſure 
by the publication of Mr. Baillie, and when the 
Hoſpital was in confuſion, the Lords of the Admi- 
ralty finding the buſineſs of the Hoſpital almoſt 
ſtopped, they thought fit to fuſpend Mr. Baillie, only 
leaving him inpoſſeſſion of his apartments: in other 
caſes they would not, when a perſon is ſuſpended, 
have permitted the uſe of their apartments without a 
very particular application. There he remains ſtill; 
what will become of Mr. Baillie after this application, 
remains in the breaſts of the Lords of the Admiralty, 
the Directors have nothing to do with the neceſſity 
the Lords of the Admiralty thought themſelves under 
to ſuſpend Mr. Baillie. At Mr. Baillie's requeſt they 


thought fit to have a Committee to enquire into it, 


that is appointed by a General Court, the perſons 


named were of reſpectable characters; upon the en- 
quiry being made, they make their report, which 
reſpects themſelves and their own ſervants, the Sur- 


veyor, the Six-penny Receiver, the Chaplain,“ and 


the others. How was it poſſible to do this in any 


other mode? The DireQors are in a manner the 
maſters, for a time, of the ſervants of the Hoſpital, 
their good or ill conduct is to be examined by them, 
they are the- perſons to complain of abuſes—could it 


be by perſons out of the Hoſpital a complaint could 


be made? Certainly not. In the firſt place they would 
not underſtand the buſineſs ; in the next place it is 
ſaid it was not proper to complain to theſe boards, 
or to bring it before them, for Mr. Baillie ſays the 


Directors are accuſed, and they are not to be made 


judges. It is true every one of the Directors were 
accuſed in a lump, they were accuſed of ſurrendering 


*. Theſe ſervants of the Hoſpital 1 alſo Directors. 
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their powers to a few that do attend, and ſuffering 
them to waſte the finances of the Hoſpital in every 
way they could for their own profit. It was im- 
poſſible that could be the caſe; they made a report 
upon this enquiry, and I think they falſify every part 

if not the whole of theſe charges. My Lord, how 
was it poſhble a publication of this fort ſhould make 
its appearance at the Hoſpital, and not extend itſelf 
much farther ; then publiſhing it at ſuch. a critical 
moment, it was rendering it impoſſible for the ſer- 
vants of the Hoſpital to carry on their reſpective buſi- 
neſs in their departments, when they were charged 
with ſupplying the men with bad food, bad raiment. 
and every thing elſe wrong, every ſpecies of charge 


xxx vii 


that could diſguſt theſe men that are intitled to na- 
tional protection and com paſſion - theſe Gentlemen 


bave had ſtrange pictures drawn of them, and ſome 
very ably; Mr. MyIne and Mr. Cooke in particular. 
Mr. Mylne is as ingenious an artiſt as any can be, and 
when Mr. Mylne and Mr. Stuart are attacked in ſuch 
a way as this, charged with ſuch a breach of duty 
to this Hoſpital, and thoſe things imputed to them 
that might diminiſh them much in the eſteem of every 
body, and more eſpecially the Rev. Mr. Cooke has 
been treated as a man of his profeſſion ought not to 
be; finding theſe men e roma in this way, it was 
impoſſible for the Directors to do otherways than 
they did. Your Lordſhip ſees the libel itſelf is far 
beyond any comment upon it; if your Lordſhip 
ſhould think it of an injurious nature and libellous, 
your Lordſhip will make this rule abſolute, as the 
ſuſpenſion of Mr. Baillie can make no difference as to 


theſe Gentlemen, who are accuſed of doing wrong as 


members of a public body in their public capacity. 


M.. Dunning made an apology for troubling 
the Court, as he obſerved ſufficient had been ſaid by 
the gentlemen before him, to explain the ground 
upon which they hoped the rule would be made ab- 
ſolute, and he ſhould ſpare. himſelf the trouble of 
ſaying more, as it would ill become him to treſpaſs 
upon the time of the Court, eſpecially conſidering the 


opinion he entertained of the matter and abilities the 


gentlemen had ſhewn who went before him ; he 
ſhould therefore leave it to his friend Mr. Morgan, who 
ſtood in a particular ſituation to explain the matter 
more fully in defence of himſelf and his clients. 

VN. B. See Mr. Morgan's evidence in the Houſe of 
Lords in defence of himſelf and clients. 

As four eminent Counſel of diſtinguiſhed merit 
and abilities had followed each other on the part of 
the Proſecutors, it is thought unneceſſary to lengthen 
theſe proceedings, already too voluminous, with the 
ſpeeches of the reſt of their Counſel, for however 
ingenious their arguments might have been, they 
were evidently unfounded in fact and law, they are 


therefore omitted for the ſake of brevity. 


Earl of Mangfield's Speech in giving Judgment. 


THERE has great heat appeared upon this mo+ 
tion, and this motion has taken up a great deal of 
time, unneceſſarily, and it is not to be wondered at, 
for the arguments have gone into a variety of matter, 
not at all before the Court, and have charged perſons 
who are not here to defend themſelves, and not 
being here, they have no opportunity to reply to 
them, upon vague aſſertions, not uſed upon one ſide 
more than another. Mr. Morgan has been even with 
the charges of that ſort without any affidavit at all; 
but it is charged by affidavits by way of anſwer, to 
which there 1 5 been no opportunity of making a 
reply, and it has opened a large field, which we 
cannot poſſibly go into. | 

This is an application for an information for a li- 
bel, and it has been truly ſaid, it is an application 
for an extraordinary interpoſition of the Court, and 


that 
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that interpoſition muſt be guided by all the circum- 
ſtances of the application, and the anſwer that is given 
to it. | f 
It don't follow becauſe the matter is a libel; it 
don't follow becauſe that libel is publiſhed, that 
therefore this Court ſhould grant an information. 
The parties have a * to go to a Grand Jury 
by way of indictment. They have a right to bring 
an action; and therefore the Court always weighs the 
circum̃ſtances, and particularly the ſtate of the caſe 
laid before them when the application is made. 
And it is expected when the application is made, 
that the true and full ſtate of the caſe ſhould be then 
laid before the Court ; becauſe if there is that in it 
kept behind, which, if it had been difcloſed, would 
have prevented the rule from being made at all; all 
the expence that is occafioned by it, is owing to thofe 
who have kept any thing behind. TOR» 
In this book, as it is called, I have no doubt but 
there is a great deal of that, which in its own nature, 
is defamatory and libellous. 5 
It charges theſe officers with fraud; with abuſe 
of office; with incapacity, with neglecting the in- 
tereſt of the Hoſpital, and breaking the duty of their 
truſt: J have no doubt but that in its own nature, 
many of the particular parts pointed out by thoſe 
who apply, are in their own nature; defamatory and 
Iibellous. And with regard to Mr. Stuart and Mylne, 
whom Captain Baillie vindicates by his affidavit, and 
ſays, he never meant to charge perſonally, with 
doing any thing wrong; yet moſt undoubtedly there 
is an inſinuation in it; no man can read it that don't 
underſtand it as they do. | 
If a charge is made, that they that had accounts 
to paſs, were ſitting . as Directors; it certainly infers 
they made a bad uſe of fitting, upon their own ac- 
counts. . | 
If a charge is made of the computation being much 
too large, with reſpect to a man that was to have the 
paintings of the Hoſpital retouched and coloured for 
the benefit of the ſociety ; it carries certainly an in- 
ference of ſomething wrong and improper in it. 
Thus it ſtands in general, barely upon the view of 
the ſubje& matter of this book. ED 
With regard to the publication, it is moſt cer- 
tainly true, the diſtinction taken at the bar is found 
and well founded. In a proceeding (in a court of 
juſtice) of the parties, that are under the controul 
of the Court, nothing can be a libel; becauſe if it 
is ſcandalous or improper, the Court where that mat- 
ter is uttered or made uſe of, have it in their power 
to reprimand, to cenſure, and to puniſh 
And J remember very well that caſe alluded to by 
Mr. Lee, of Sir —— Aſtley and Mr, Young ; that 
was an affidavit of a matter which was ſcandalous 
indeed, but it was a charge made uſe of ſeriouſly, 
for the opinion of the Court, and read in a diſcuſſion 
here, for a Rule of the Court to be made upon it. 
And if the Court had had a mind to have taken it 
up, they might have cenſured the maker of the affi- 
davit, or attorney, or any one elſe concerned in it. 
But it was not the ſubje& matter of an action or 
roſecution, if it is really ſo uſed in the courſe of a 
judicial proceeding. 5 
But if the courſe of proceeding is a colour only, I 
agree with Mr. Lee, that will only aggravate the 
. by making uſe of a colour of juſtice to pro- 
n ; 5 | 
I recolle& the caſe of a man, one Perry, who 
was concerned in the matter of Dagenham Breach : 
he printed a brief in the country, where he charged 


xxxviil 


his adverſary with perjury in his anſwer. Lord 


Macclesfield committed him for it; that is not in a 
proper courſe of proceeding, for you make uſe of 


all the abuſe you can in your brief againſt your 


adverſary. | | | 1 ' 
I remember a cauſe, where from the length of the 


proceedings, it was thought neceſſary to print it. 
The cale of Penn and Baltimore. It. was a volumi- 


- 
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nous brief; all the Counſel had printed briefs in it. 
That could not be libellous, if it had been ſo charged 


upon the other ſide; becauſe it was a proceeding, bong 


ide, in the way of juſtice, not a colour to convey 


ſcandal. And there are many other caſes where the 

proceedings have been printed. 1 57 
In the Houſe of Lords they print their caſes. If 

it was matter of ſcandal, the Houſe of Lords would 


animadvert upon that; and the counſel concerned in 
the cauſe always ſign the caſe, that they may be an 


ſwerable for what it contained in it. They proceed in 
the Houſe of Commons with printed caſes, delivered 
to the members; but that is really and ſeriouſly with 
a view to the cauſe, and it comes under their protec- 
tion. But if, in the time of the receſs of Parliament, 
while there are no proceedings, and under cover of an 
application for redreſs to both Houſes of Parliament, 
ſcandal and defamation is conveyed, it is againſt law; 
and ſuch printing and publiſhing would not be within 
the rule. | | | 
Now let us ſee who this application is made by. It is 
made by the ſeveral perſons concerned as Directors 
in tranſacting the affairs of the Hoſpital. They ſtate, 
before they came here, they themſelves had taken this 
pamphlet up, in an application to the- Governors of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, as a matter upon which the Go- 
vernors ought to proceed in vindication of their cha- 
raters; and ſtating, that they ought to proceed in the 
examination with regard to the abuſes themſelves. 
In their own nature as Governors (let who would 
be blameable if there was a foundation for it) they 
ought to proceed with reſpect to the calumniator, and 
they ought. to make a proper enquiry, to fee whether 
there was any foundation for it or not. The preſent 
Defendant is an object of the juriſdiction of the Ge- 
neral Court, for he happens to be Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor of Greenwich Hoſpital, and as Lieutenant-Go- 


vernor of Greenwich Hoſpital to the extent of all the 


appointments, - and the emoluments, and the place 
itſelf he held—he is the ſubje& of the juriſdiction of 
the Governors. 1 50 

I fee, by the Charter, the management of the whole 
corporation is in the Governors; but, from the num- 
ber of Governors, and the perſons of whom they were 
compoſed, the Charter ſuppoſes, the greateſt number 
would not attend; and therefore, the Charter pro- 
vides a ſtanding Committee, and they are the Direc- 
tors; and not only that, but it provides for General 
Courts. 41% „ 
And we hereby direct, that the members of the 
Corporation, or ſo many of them as conveniently 
can, ſhall, from time to time, meet together, at ſome 
convenient place, and that they, or any ſeven or 
more of them fhall, and are hereby appointed to be 
a General Court, whereof our High Admiral for 
* the time being, or any three of the Commiſſioners 
for holding the office of Lord High Admiral, our. 
“ Treaſurer, or any three Commiſſioners. of our Trea- 
“ ſury, or any three or more Lords of our Privy 
+ Council ſhall be of the quorum,” and they are to 
meet from time to time. „ 
The Lords of the Admiralty have a power of grant- 


ing places, and diſplacing, but under the controul of 


the Governors; and there is this expreſs clauſe : _ 
Provided always, all proceedings whatſoever re- 
« lating to the management of the affairs of the ſaid 
+ Hoſpital be laid before the General Court, to be 
* held as herein before mentioned, and the ſame are 
* to be at all times ſubject to their controul, to whom 
* we do by theſe preſents give full power and autho- 
«* rity to controul accordingly.” . N | 
Now, how did the caſe Rand at the time that this 
application was made to the Court? The gentlemen 
complaining, had applied to a General Court of the 
Governors to take that matter under their cognizance. 
The General Court of the Governors had appointed a 
Committee to examine into it. The Committee had 
gone through and made their report; which report 
was to be the foundation for the farther acting of the 
Court of Governors. 
| The 
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The affidavit upon which the rule was made, as I 
obſerve, was koh upon the fixth of July, and, in 
that affidavit, which was ſworn the ſixth of July, they 
take notice, that the Committee had gone through the 
whole buſineſs, and had heard it, and had finiſhed the 
whole, as upon the Tueſday proceeding. Now, what 
was the repreſentation, when the rule was obtained ? 
Why, that the Defendant had acknowledged himſelf 
to be the publiſher, Not a word of the manner of 
| the publication, and yet the criminality, or the inno- 
cence, and juſtification of publiſhing the libel, depends 
upon the occaſion, the motive, the view, the intent, 
and the purpoſe: to which that application was made. 

Suppoſe an officer of this Court, reads in a judicial 
proceeding, a libel - that is no publication in the cri- 
minal ſenſe of the words. He carries it to his Coun- 
ſel in this caſe; that is no publication in a criminal 
ſenſe. To apply to any juriſdiction, proper to take 
the matter into conſideration, is no publication, pro- 
vided, really and bond fide, he did not concur with 
publiſhing it to all the world ; and there is not a pre- 


tence in all the affidavits (and they have been all look- 


ed into) there is not a pretence of one of them ever 
being bought, or any being exhibited at a ſtationer's or 
pamphlet ſhop. And the Defendant, Baillie, ſwears 
poſitively, they were never by him given but to the 
; Governors, in an application for redreſs, and that he 
did not deliver them to the Governors till he had de- 
livered one to the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, who, 
to be ſure, as Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, is one ne- 
ceſſary to be of the quorum at every General Court, 
and he was with him ten days before he ever publiſhed 
it; and if it had been put in a way of redreſs it would 
not have been publiſhed at all. And he ſwears after- 
wards, till he gave it to his Counſel, to have advice 
upon this proſecution, and to one or two friends pri- 
vately for advice, he never gave it, or publiſhed it, in 
any manner whatſoever, and to this day he has not 
publiſhed it. | | 
It. is ſaid, this is an ambiguous term, his having 
owned the publication. He did, ſub modo ; but the 
Court ſhould have been told of this fort of publica- 
tion to guide our diſcretion upon the circumſtances of 
the publication, with reſpect to what we were to do; 
if he did confeſs it; it is equivocally laid before us : 
for if we had been told it was only given to the Go- 
vernors for redreſs ; that upon the application of thoſe 
that applied for the rule, the Governors had taken 
it up, and it was then depending before them, and a 
report made by the Committee, it would have been 
worth conſideration, whether the Court would have 
made any rule at all. And this notice in the affidavit, 
with regard to the Committee, is all artfully put; for 
it artfully leads one to underſtand the queſtion is ano- 
ther thing; and they leave the excuſe for not coming 
ſooner; but the ſtronger part of the caſe is this; they 
tell you they did not know of the report. It cannot 
be ſuppoſed they did not know of the report. | 
Mr. Morgan. My Lord, they did not know of the 
RAM os 1 ; | 
Earl of Mansfield, Sit down! don't take the in- 
formation. No man of them but muſt know the opi- 
nion of the board. If what you ſay is true, many 


articles are not proved, and others are proved againſt 


the affidavits. Could any body not know the general 
tendency of the report? If they did not know it in 
the words (beſides it bears date the ſixth of Auguſt) 
they muſt know the general tendency, and they muſt 
know, from the nature of the report, it was impoſſible 
for the Court of Governors, upon that report, not to 
do, at leaſt, what they have done; they would have 
been warranted to have done more. | 
As to the appointing this Committee, I ſee no im- 
putation whatſoever ; none ; for Mr. Baillie, in his own 
affidavit ſays, that many of the Directors were worthy, 
honourable, reſpectable men; and his only objection 
is, they did not attend. Why? That is the caſe 
we all know of many very worthy reſpectable men 


, 4 


* That is, about one half of the expence actually incurred. 


B F i nike 


that are Governors of many Hoſpitals in this city, and 
truſtees in many public charities ; from other buſineſs 
they cannot always attend. They don't look upon 
that as a failure in their duty; they leave it to others, 
unleſs they are particularly called upon to act as Di- 
rectors. The only objection is, they did not attend. 
Such a general Charge would not prevent any man 
that did come and attend upon the inveſtigation to do 
his duty that day ; and there is not one, by the book, 
upon whom there is the leaſt charge or imputation 
thrown ; not-one, as appears by the affidavit of the 
Defendant, which is very ſtrong, conſidering the aſpe- 
rity and warmth of thoſe affidavits, in which, they 
have behaved not very judiciouſly upon this occaſion, 
for the leſs warmth that appears upon theſe occaſions 
the better. But they have thought proper to introduce 
a great deal of warmth into them. 2 

There is not one upon which there is any objection 
thrown out except M. Barker; not one of the Coun- 
ſel have thrown out any objection to any of the Com- 
mittee except Mr. Barker; and, I think, they com- 
plain, Sir Meyrick Burrell did not attend but once; 
and Mr. Cuſt was abſent but once (that is the laſt 
day) but there is no other imputation on their pro- 
ceedings. | | | 

Then ſuch a Committee, ſitting ſeven days, report, 
they heard all that he could offer ; they go through an 
examination of every officer charged by him, and into 
every particular; they go through the indecency of his 
behaviour before them (which was highly improper; he 
ſhould have complained in a proper way) and, havin 
gone through all that, it was laid before the Gener 
Court. 


I agree with Mr. Lee, it was impoſſible the Gene- 


ral Court ſhould not animadvert upon it, if that re- 


port is true; and if it was true, they could not do 
otherwiſe than cenſure any man that appeared in the 
light ot a groundleſs calumniator of all thoſe people. 

Then how does that agree with this application? 
You came with this report, which is to be the founda- 
tion of a farther proceeding, at the inſtant you were 
ſeek ing redreſs from them. 

If you had ſaid, we proceed before the Governors, 
and mean to have him cenſured by the Governors, he 
being the ſubject of their juriſdiction, the Court would 
never have granted an information. 

A caſe, not unſimilar, oceurs now this moment. 


Suppoſe a fellow of a college, in application to a vi- 


ſitor, libels the whole ſociety, and they complain to 
the viſitor of that libel; and the viſitor is of opinion, 
though in the ſhape of a complaint, it is an infamous, 
ſcandalous, groundleſs calumny, and he expels him for 
it, and the fellows come to this court for an informa- 
tion, would they grant it? Certainly not. 

1 he expulſion was the proper puniſhment for mem- 
bers of ſuch ſocieties, as they ſuffer in the capacity in 
which they commit the injury. | 

He has injured, as Lieutenant-Governor, his fellow 
members of the ſociety ; it comes before all the mem- 
bers; they think proper to puniſh him; that is the 
proper judicature. | 

Then it was wrong in them to ſuppreſs this ground. 
It was wrong in them to come till the cenſure was paſt. 
And the moment they had him puniſhed in this way, 
they ſhould have given notice and dropped the infor- 
mation. „ 

Upon that ground, independent of any other, I am 
of opinion, this rule ſhould be diſcharged, and diſ- 
charged with coſts.“ | 


After the ſeveral proſecutions were diſcharged with 
coſts, to the general joy of a crouded Court, Captain 
Baillie wrote the following Letter to the Board of Ad- 
miralty, merely to give their Lordſhips an e of 
reviſing their proceedings againſt him, not doubting but 
they would diſavow the conduct of his Proſecutors, by 
reſtoring him immediately to his employment, inſtead of 


which, that letter is taken up by the Board, as bis only 


defence, 
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defence, and oppoſed to the report of the Committee, and to 
P NT of thoſe whom. be had accuſed, as 4 
er 


ars by Mr. Stepbens's Letter of. the 26th of Decem 
. without adverting in the leaſt to the nume- 


rous affidavits ſolemnly ſworn before the judges, and filed 


in the Court of King's Bench, as indelible monuments of 
his juſtification, where every fad, in the printed Caſe, is 
proved upon record, beyond a poſſibiltty of doubt. Theſe 


affidavits were rejected at the General Court when the 


report of the .committee was read, 'nor was he permitted. 
to produce vive voce evidence in his defence. 


No. 11:] 


Captain Baillie's Letter to Mr. Stephens, defiring to ve 


reſtored. . L 


My Lore. - November 30, 1 | 

AS your Lordſhips have thought proper to ſuſpend 
me from my employment of Lieutenant Governor, 
for more than three months, and as I have been 


| loaded at the ſame time with a criminal proſecution-1n 


the King's Bench, I preſume to hope your Lordſhip's 
diſpleaſure has ceaſed, and that you will be of opi- 


nion I have ſuffered greatly on theſe accounts: 1 
therefore entreat your Lordſhips to reſtore me to my 
_ ſtation in the Hoſpital, which I have earned in a 


courſe of near forty years, the reward of faithful ſer- 


vice, and a broken conſtitution. I have the honour. 


to be, with great reſpece, 
My Lords. 
Your Lordſhips 
Moſt obedient 55 
And moſt humble ſervant, 
3 I HOMAS BAILLIE.. 
To the Right Honaurable the 954 14 
Lords Commiſſioners of ibe 
85 [No. 12.] 


From Mr. Stepbens, concerning being reſtored. 


| 8 . 
SIR, Admiralty-Oſfſice, Dec. 3, 1778. 


I HAVE received your letter of the goth paſt, 
with one addreſſed to the Lords Commiſſioners of 
the Admiralty, deſiring, for the reaſons therein given, 


that you may be reſtored to your employment of 


Lieutenant Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital, and I 


have laid the ſame before their Lordſhips. I am, 


STH, 

Your moſt humble ſervarit, 

| „ FP. SLEEMENS. 

Captain Thomas Baillie, 
_ Greenwich-Hoſpital, 


| No. 13. | 


Copy of a Letter 1 Captain Baillie to Mr. Sephens, 


Secretary of the Admiralty. 


| Royal Hoſpital at Greenwich, 
SER <4 _ ...: December 3, 1938. : 
1 WAS in hopes, that the event of the motions 
againſt me, er 85 King's Bench, would have had a 
tendency to end the unfortunate diſputes in which I 
have been involved, but I am now informed, - that 
new complaints againſt me have been preſented, by 


the Directors and others in the Hoſpital, . to the 
Lords of the Admiralty, or that the ſame now lies 


ready for a General Court of Commiſſioners and. 
Governors of Greenwich Hoſpital, _ . 


Z * This whole ſentenee is abſolutely falſe, and tends to fix the Rain of a libeller on Captain Baillie, as if the rule againſt him in the 
King's Beneh had been diſcharged ſingly, upon the ground of the matter being before another tribunal, whereas the Court declared that 
the printed Caſe of the Hoſpital neither was nor poſſibly could be a libel, becauſe it was not communicated by publication or diſtribu- 


bution to any but Governors, who had juriſdiction in the matter. 


0 
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Reyal: Hoſpital at Greenwich, 


: copy of the report made to the General Court, on 


Court, their Lordſhips do not think themſelves au- 


weich Hoſpital,” © 


ſtant, deſiring, for the reaſons therein mentioned, to 


_ laſt, reſpecting you, and praying for redreſs. © The 


ſumed the conſideration of the before-mentioned re- 


quaint you, that they have thought fit, after mature 


If there be any foundation for this, I am to beg, 
Sir, you will be pleaſed to lay my humble requeſt 
before their Lordſhips, or the General Court, as the 
Caſe may be, to the end that I may have authentic 
copies of the new complaints, and alſo that their 
Lordſhips may be pleaſed to give directions, that 
may have a true copy of the report made at the 

General Court held at the Admiralty of the 12th of 
Auguſt laſt, by the late Committee of Enquiry ap- 


ointed for that purpoſe. Your laying this letter 
fore the Right Honourable the Lords Commiſ- 


ſioners of the Admiralty will much oblige, Sir, 
Tour moſt obedient, 
humble ſervant, = 


e THOMAS BAILLIE. 
Philip Stephens, Eſq. Secre- | 
tary to the Admiralty. 


. { No. 14.] ; 


From Mr. Stephens. No neto complaints, and refuſing a 
x, | Copy of the Report. 


£4.42; : Aadmiralty-Office, Dec. 11, 1778. 
HAVING communicated to my Lords Commil- 
fioners of. the Admiralty your letter of the 8th in- 
ſtant, acquainting them that you are informed, the 
Directors and others of Greenwich Hoſpital, have 
reſented new. complaints againſt” you, and requeſt- 
ing, that if there is any foundation for it, you may 
be furniſhed with a copy of the ſame, as alſo with a- 


the 12th of Auguſt laſt. I am commanded by their 
Lordſhips to. acquaint you, that they have not re- 
ceived any new complaint againſt you; and that as 
the report abovementioned was made to the General 


thoriſed to give directions for your being furniſhed 
with: a copy of it. I am, e | 
25 SIR; 80 | 
Your moſt humble ſervant, 
| 5 P. STEPHENS. 
Captain Thomas Baillie, Lieu-- DEE OW, 
tenant Governor of Green- -- 


No. t . 


Removal of Captain Baillie, in anfiver to his Letter, 4. | 
. firing tb be reſtored. . 


. Admiraliy-Office, Dec. 26, 177% 
NMI Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty, having 
taken into conſideration your Letter of the iſt in- 


be reſtored to your ſtation in Greenwich Hoſpital, as 
alſo a letter from the Board of Directors, and a Me- 
morial from ſeveral of the principal Officers of the 
Hoſpital, reminding their Lordſtips of the reſolu- 
tions of the General Court of the 12th of Auguſt 


Court of King's Bench having diſcharged the rule 
« made, at their requeſt, for you to ſhew cauſe why 
« informations ſhould not be granted againſt you 
« for a libel, upor the ground that the applications for 
&« ſuch informations were improper, as the matter was 
* depending before thoſe who had full and competent au- 
« thority therein ;”* and their Lordſhips having re- 


ſolutions, and of the report of the Committee therein 
referred to, I have it in command from them, to ac- 


deliberation, 


& 1-0 Q&'* 


to remove you from your employments 

in Greenwich Hoſpital, and to appoint Captain Jar- 
vis Mapleſden to ſucceed you therein.“ Cs 

I am, at the ſame time, to acquaint you, that their 

Lordſhips have cauſed-it to be ſignified to the proper 

officers, that your ſalary and table money are to be 


paid up to the 25th inſtant. I am, 


| deliberation, 


Vuoour very humble ſervant, 
Captain Thomas Baillie. ; P. STEPHENS. 
| [No. 16.) 


Captain Baillie's Letter to Mr. Stephens, deſiring Coſts, 
other proviſion, and time to look out for another habi- 
tation. | 


SIR, | Royal Hoſpital, Jan. 7, 1779. 
YESTERDAY I receivedanorderfrom Sir Charles 
Hardy, to quit my apartments in Greenwich Hoſpital 
immediately, in order to make room for Lieutenant. 
Governor Mapleſden. I muſt beg leave to repre- 
ſent to their Lordſhips the various perſecutions car- 
ried on againſt me ; and particularly my being drag- 
ged into the Court of King's Bench, on fix criminal 
| charzes for a libel, which though diſmiſſed in my 
fayour, with coſts, againſt all oppoſition, yet I am a 
ſufferer, on that account, at leaſt two hundred and 
fifty pounds: I am therefore to hope their Lordſhips 
will be pleaſed to make ſome other proviſion for me, 
in conſideration of forty years faithful ſervice, and a 
broken conſtitution : and that in the mean time, their 
Lordſhips will be ſo good as to order my additional 
coſts to be paid, that I may be enabled to comply 
with the deſire of the Governor, to vacate my apart- 
ments, for I will frankly confeſs (as poverty is no 
crirne) that in my preſent condition, harraſſed as I 
have been, I am really deſticute of the means of re- 
moving, though my earneſt wiſh is to quit an eſta- 
bliſhment, where my beſt endeavours for its ſervice, 
have always been oppoſed by perſons, who have a 
very doubtful claim to the bounty of it. 

I beg leave to remind their Lordſhips, that the 
new additional building has not one Officer lodged in 
It, and that every man burnt out, has, or may have a 
bed in other parts of the Hoſpital, there cannot 
therefore be ſuch a preſſing neceſſity for my apart- 

ments; and, I truſt, their Lordſhips will give me 
time to look out for ſome other habitation. I am, 


SIR, 
' Your moſt obedient 


Humble ſervant, . 


| THOMAS BAILLIE. 
To Philip Stephens, Eſq. | 


[No. 17.] 


Mr. Stephens refuſing cofts, and preſſing Captain Bail- 
lie to quit his apartment. | 
SIR), Aamiralty-Office, Fan. 25, 1979. 
I HAVE received and Te ne to = 1 5 
Commiſſioners of the Admiralty your letter of the 
7th inſtant, repreſenting that you had, the day pre- 
ceding, received an order from Sir Charles Hardy, to 
quit your apartments as ſoon as poſſible, in order to 
make room for Lieutenant Governor Mapleſden, at 
the ſame time hoping their Lordſhips would order 
lome additional coſts which you mentioned to have 
incurred, in conſequence of a late criminal proſecu- 
tion againſt you in Weſtminſter Hail for a libel; and 
truſting that they would give you time to look out 
for ſome other habitation ; and, in return, I am com- 
manded by their Lordſhips to acquaint you, that they 


* This burleſque of juſtice, this report of the Committee, 
rum and removal, after torty years faithful ſervice, 
examined at the Bar of the Houſe of Lords, in p 
even of this unprecedented Committee, 


Captain Thomas Baillie. 


8 E N C f. I 


do not think themſelves authoriſed to order the coſts 
you mention to be paid out of Naval Money, or to 
give any directions which may interfere with jour 

ucceſſor going into his proper * when- 
ever it may be neceſſary for him to do ſo; more eſpe- 
cially as his quitting the apartment he now occupies, 
is become more immediately preſſing, in order to carry 
into execution a new arrangement, reſolved upon at a 
late General Court, to remedy for the-preſent, ſome of 
the inconveniencies which have enV the late fire. 

I am, 2 | 


SIR, 


Your very humble ſervant, 
P. STEPHENS. 


[No. 18.] 


| © Royal Hoſqital, at Greenwich, 
SIR, q January 3oth, 1779. 
I HAVE received your letter of the 25th inſtant, 
informing me that my Lords Commiſſioners of the 
Admiralty do not think themſelves authoriſed to or- 
der payment of the coſts I have been put to by a late 
proſecution againſt me in the King's Bench, and alſo 
that their Lordſhips are not diſpoſed to give any di- 
rections relative to the apartments, which I now oc 
cupy in the Hoſpital ; I am now to obſerve, in anſwer 
to your letter, that my requeſt concerning the coſts, 
proceeded from my having had ſome reaſon to under- 
ſtand, that the coſts of the proſecution were defrayed 
with Naval Money, and if ſo, it would, as I conceive, 
be but equal juſtice, that the perſon, who was unjuſtly 
proſecuted, ſhould not be put to any expence; as to 
the affair of my apartment, I am by no means pre- 
pared to quit as ſoon as their Lordſhips ſeem to ex- 
pect, for in fact, after proving, in the Court of King's 
Bench, that the allegations in the.printed Caſe of 
Greenwich Hoſpital were true, I did not conceive 
that my innocence appearing ſo manifeſtly, would be 
conſidered as a new motive (after near four months 
ſuſpenſion) for diſcharging me entirely from my em 
ployment, which I had fairly earned by my ſervices 
in his Majeſty's Navy, and therefore I am by no 
means prepared to move my furniture, having no 
place to depoſit them in; and I flatter myſelf, it will 
not be expected that I ſhould lay my goods in the 
open ſtreet, If Captain Mapleſden, who is peſtering 
me with letters and meſſages, will not have patience 
till I can properly provide myſelf, I ſuppoſe he will 
bring his ejectment, but you will be pleaſed to ſtate 
to their Lordſhips the difficulties I am under, and I 
have no doubt but time will be allowed me. | 
I am alſo to requeſt, that you will once more re- 
preſent to their Lordſhips a grievance, under which I 
am a great ſufferer, and that is the witholding from 
me a copy of the report, made to the General Court 


on the 12th day of Auguſt laſt, by the Committee of 


Enquiry. No man, in this country, ought to be 
condemned in the dark; if he is pronounced guilty 
of any charge whatever, juſtice requires that he 
ſhould be fully informed of the charge. This, Sir, is 
not my caſe—at the General Court, on the 12th of 
Auguſt, I defired a copy of the report, and Lord 
Sandwich then ſaid, he ſhould conſider of it; I have 
been ſince told by you, Sir, in your letter of the 11th 
of December laſt, that their Lordſhips do not think 
themſelves authoriſed to grant me a copy of the re- 
port, as it was made to the General Court : but as 
your vag c letter of the 26th of December laſt, 
expreſsly ſays, that their Lordſhips having reſumed 
the conſideration of the ſaid report, thought fit to 


remove me from my employment in Greenwich Ho- 


ſpital, I beg therefore to ſubmit to their Lordſhips, 
that ſince it appears, that the report among other 
things was of weight upon that occaſion, it is but 
fair that I ſhould ſee the contents of that report, and 


in which the Board of Admiralty have grounded Captain Baillie's 
was ſigned by two Members only out of ſeven, as appears by the ſaid Report, 


age 91, it may therefore be reaſonably ſuppoſed, that the other five Members, 
could not be prevailed upon to fign it. 
1 
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the names of the perſons who ſigned the ſame. If 
the report be true, it will be obvious to their Lord- 


ſhips, that truth ought not to ſhun the light; and on 


the other hand, if it be falſe, it is clear, as I am ad- 
viſed, that I am intitled to a legal remedy. 


It is for the latter purpoſe that I now apply for a 


copy of the rt, together with the other papers 
3 . letter of the 26th of December; 
namely, a letter from the Board of Directors, and a 
Memorial from ſeveral of the principal Officers of 
the Hoſpital, and alſo the reſolutions of the General 
Court of the 12th of Aug. laſt, reſpecting me; I muſt 
likewiſe beg leave to add, that I ſhall be obliged ro 
their Lordſhips for a copy of the original order to the 
Committee, to inveſtigate the grounds of the ſeve- 
ral charges contained in my printed Caſe of Green- 
wich Hoſpital; and when their Lordſhips are inform- 
ed, that theſe ſeveral papers are neceſſary for the fur- 
therance of juſtice, I perſuade myſelf, that my requeſt 
will not be thought unreaſonable. 

If I conceived, that their Lordſhips could be in- 
duced to reviſe their reſolution for removing me from 


my employment in Greenwich Hoſpital, I could here 


add, that the ground for n the late rule 
againſt me, is not fairly ſtated in your letter; but what- 
ever that ground was, the material queſtion is, Is the 
report true? In the affidavits filed by me in the 
King's Bench, of which there are not leſs than thirty, 
it ſtands contradicted upon oath; but thoſe affida- 
vits, it ſeems by your letter, were not taken into con- 
ſideration by their Lordſhips. 


I have the honour to be, 
SIR, 
Your moſt obedient 


And moſt humble tervant, 


THOMAS BAILLIE. | 


P. S. You will be pleaſed to recollect, that theſe 
affidavits were offered for the conſideration of their 


Lordſhips and General Court, on the r2th of Auguſt, 


in oppoſition to the report of the Committee, and 


E 


B EN C ik 
that the ſaid affidavits were not permitted to be. 


read. I am as above, 6 
To Philip Stephens, Eſq. Secre- | 
tary to the Admiralty. | 


N: B. No anſwer was given to this letter. 
8 [No. 19. : 


Captain Baillie's Letter, requeſting copies A Amt 
Papers to the Secretary of the Admiralty. 


Royal Hoſpital, at Greenwich, 
SIR, February 9, 1779. 

I HAD the honour of writing to you on the goth 
of January laſt, requeſting that you would repreſent 
to their 1 neceſſary it was, that I ſhould 
be furniſhed with a copy of the report of the Com- 
mittee, with the names of thoſe who ſigned the ſame, 


together with the copy of the ſeveral papers men- 


tioned in my letter of the above date. For this re- 
queſt I gave you my reaſon without diſguiſe, avow- 
ing my intention to ſeek redreſs in a court of law, 
for the injuries I have ſuffered in my character and 
fortune, in conſequence of the ſaid report, the cauſe 
of my moving Fom my office. I preſume that it is 
not intended, by the Lords of the Admiralty, to ob- 
ſtruct the courſe of juſtice ; their Lordſhips have 
founded their proceedings upon this report, which 
they took into conſideration, and I now once more 
beg to know what it is that their Lordſhips have 
conſidered. I preſume, to ſay it is my right, and 1 
muſt take the liberty to inſiſt upon knowing, whe- 
ther their Lordſhips mean to deny me that right, In 


all events, I hope, that I ſhall be intitled to an an- 


ſwer, that I may, with the advice of my Council, 


judge what courſe I am to take. I am, 


5A 8 1 R, | | 
Your moſt obedient, 
And moſt humble ſervant, 


4 THOMAS BAILLIE. 
Philip Stephens, Eſq. Secre- i 
tary to the Admiraliy. 


N. B. No anſwer was ever given to this letter. 


Correſpondent 


Y 
\ I \ 
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Correſpondent Paſſages of the Charter and Commiſſion, in which ſome of the Words and Clauſes of each, that are not 
5 a T8 2: \ in the other, are diſtinguiſhed in Italics. | 


COMMISSION. 
And we do hereby impower' you our ſaid Commiſſioners, 


or any ſeven or more of you, to recommend 10 our Com- 

miffioners for executing the office of High Admiral now, 

aud for the time being, or out High Admiral for the time 

being, to appoint, from time to time, all officers neceſſary 
to be employed in and for the ſaid Hoſpital. 

And we do hereby impower our Commiſſioners 

for executing the office of High Admiral, now, and 


for the time being, to appoint all ſuch officers ac- 


cordingly, except the Governor and Treaſurer of the 
ſaid Hoſpital, provided that for the future all ſuch 

erſons, to be ſo recommended and admitted into the ſaid 
Hoſpinal, as the officers of the Houle, or otherwiſe,f 
be Seafaring men, or ſuch who have loſt their limbs, 
or been otherwiſe diſabled in the Sea Service. 


* 


CHART E R. 


[The oppoſite recommendation of the Commiſ- 
ſioners is totally omitted in the Charter.) 


And we do hereby authoriſe and empower our 
High Admiral, or our Commiſſioners for executing 
the office of High Admiral, now and for the time 
being, to appoint all Officers, neceſſary to be employed 
in and for the ſaid Hoſpital, except the Governor and 
Treaſurer of the ſaid Hoſpital. _ 1 9 9 0 

And to diſplace, move, or ſuſpend, any ſuch Officer or 
Officers, for his or their miſbebaviour, and to appoint any 
other Officer or Officers, in the room of him or them ſo 
diſplaced or removed; provided that all Officers to be 
employed in the ſaid Hoſpital be Sea-faring men, or 

ſuch who have loſt their limbs, or been otherwiſe diſ- 
abled in the Sea-ſervice. | 


 ftriftly charge, command, enjoin and require, that none of | 


the Monies, or other things which ſhall be given, contri- 
buted, deviſed, bequeathed, deſigned, or appointed as afore- 


And We do bereby, for Us, our Heirs and 3 


aid, ſhall be diverted, iſſued, or applied, or be in any wiſe 


applicable to any uſe or purpe/ſe whatſoever, other than 
the charitable purpoſes before mentioned, or ſome of them, 


or to defray neceſſary charges relating thereto, &c. &c. 
[There is not, in any of the Commiſſions, any Grant 


of a Power ſimilar to that expreſſed in the oppoſite 
Paſſage of the Charter. ] | 


5 . 


} [Omitted in the Charter. 


And alſo to ſell, grant, demiſe, exchange, alien, or diſ- 
Poſe of the ſame manors, meſſuages, lands, rents, tene- 
ments, liberties, privileges, franchiſes, hereditaments, and 
Poſſeſſions, goods, chattels, contributions, gifts and bene- 
Factions, or any of them, &c, &c. | | | 


+ Thefe important words, which are diſtinguiſhed in Italie characters, are carefully omitted, and others abridged ; provided that, 


This firſt otber<vy/e is a truly valuable word. 


c for the future, all ſuch perſons, /o to be recommended and admitted into the ſaid Hoſpital, as officers of the Houſe, or Otherwiſe,” == 


3 * 


* 


An 9 of the Attendances of -the ſeveral Officers who compoſed the Council of the Royal Hoſpital at Green 
: | wich, from the 1ſt of January, 177 3, to the 31ſt of Auguſt, 1778. | 


45773; I774'1775117761| 1777) 1778 to | Total. 
| | | gift Aug. 

Sir Charles Hardy, Governor, —— — — 0 VV 8 
Lieutenant Governor Boys, died in March, 1774, — — 22 8 
— — — Phe appointed in March, 1774, — — 43 511 401 260 20 180 
Captain Clements died in Auguſt, 1979, — — — 2 0 0 — — — 0 
Baillie appointed Lieutenant Governor in March, 1774, —| $3] 11|——|——|——|—— 64 
——Mapleſden, — — 29 27] 29] 24] 28] 22 I59 
— — Allwright, — — % 1 164 
unn appointed in March, 1774, —— — it , n 13 84 
— - Chads appointed in February, 1776, — — — — — 44 3s| 13 52 
Lieutenant Gordon, — — — 18] 19] 16] 16] 1 11 93 
Moyle, = — —— nn 1 | 16 97 
Stuteville died in July, 1773, — — 2— — — — — 2 
—— Grant died in July, 1774, — — — 20 0 — — — — 20 
c Beſſon, — — —_—_— << F as 
Kerr, — d ⅛ͤ ] 189 
Lefevre, —— — — ͤ - i xt 4 4 89 
— — Neville, — — — 4] 10 — — — — 14 
Smith appointed in Auguſt, 1773, — e eee 104 
— Anſell appointed in July, 1774, —— — — VV 98 
Reverend Mr. Campbell reſigned in March, 1773, — 0 — — — —— 0 
——— Mr, Cooke, ö . 26 27 11 7 13 15 99 
Mr. Maule appointed in April, 1773, — 8 — — . 0 7 $34 21 16 34 
Phyfician, Doctor Haſlack, — — — \ 12— — 4 I 4 I O 3 13 
Secretary, Mr, Ibbetſon, — nf om of of % of 2{ 2 To 
Auditor, Mr. Eden, _ e Em 7 A 0 
Steward, Mr, Godby, —— — —JS —— 4 9 I 3 1 | 46 


| DANIEL BALL, Clerk of the Council. (A Copy.) 


Note, By which it appears, that Sir Charles Hardy, the Governor, has attended his duty, in the Council of the Houſe, only four 


times in fix years; Captain Baillie, as Captain and Lieutenant Governor, in the 


It alſo appears, that the Civil Intereſt (who hold the balance in 


e number of years, 244 times, 


their own hands) attend but occaſionally, to carry particular points, 


or e eee, remonſtrances from going to the Admiralty, where none have been addreſſed by the Council for ſeveral years, notwithſtand- 


ing th enorttiity of the: fruuds and impoſitions upon the 
the but chert: 


. 


. r men, viz. the extortion of the barber, robberies and tranſportatien of 
ler deutz fraud aud convition of the maſter, in ſupplying bull beef for ten months, deſtruction of wards, for the better ac- 
commoutatiotiioff Nn · Serretur MVBetſon and his Clerk, and laſtly, four ſmall beer mixed with water. 


| A LIST 


A Lis r of ſuch NA vAL CAPLAIxs as were entitled to a 


Ci xliv } 


4 


Navy Office, February 22, 1779; 
nd actually did receive the 


ANNUAL Bouxrx allowed by PARLIAMENT as a RRwARD for their Services 


from the 7th day of Janvaxy, 1770, to the laſt 


ſtinguiſhing the Number for each Year, 


N. B. There are few or none of theſe Chaplains, which are not-as well or better 


duty of Chaplains in Greenwich Hoſpital, than the Reverend Meſſrs. Cooke and 


not objects of charity, to be maintained out of a fund, raiſed principally by a contribution 


inalienable rights, which would otherwi 


' INTRODUCTION 


| - Mumber for euch Year. 
Chopleins Names. | — ee eee 74776“ 775 

n Sk | n 24 go IS 
James Ozanne, — 7 January, 1770, 1 Decem. 1777. 

Henry Richards, — 7 ditto, J31 ditto, | 

William Pow, —+|7 ditto, 31 ditto, 

Robert Engliſh, —7 ditto, 22 May, 1770, 7 

William Nowdall, —7 ditto, 31 Decem. 1777, A 

Francis Leeds, —7 ditto, 31 ditto, 

Samuel Merryfield, — 7 ditto, 31 ditto, | | 

William Arthur Lee, |7 ditto, 31 ditto, | 

Edward Powell, —7 ditto, 20 Nov. 1770, 

Ditto, — —|3 May, 1771, [31 Decem. 1797, 

Tames Shields, —7 January, 1770, [31 ditto, : | | | | 

Samuel Dawſon, —7 ditto, 31 ditto, > 22] 20] 19] 18] 19] 19] 19] 17 

Arthur Lowther, —7 ditto, 31 ditto, ; | | - i 

Michael Phillips, —7 ditto, 31 ditto, | | 

William Paul, —\7 ditto, [31 ditto, 

William Pagget, — ditto, 30 April, 1771, 

| Ditto, — —130 Sept. 1774, 30 Decem. 1777, | q 

Richard Griffiths, —7 January, 1770, 31 ditto, Z | 
Samuel Wickman, —7 ditto, 10 Oct. 1776, | 

John Frew, — —7 ditto, 31 Decem, 1770, | 

Henry Walker, —7 ditto, 9 Oct. 1776, | 

James Haygarth, — ) ditto, 31 Decem. 1777, | ; 

Matthew Dear, —7 ditto, 23 July, 1772, 1 

Roger Parry, — ditto, 1 31 Decem. 1777, | | | 


qualified to perform the 
Maule, 


who certainly are 


| from the wages of 
Seafaring men ; becauſe they have never ſhared with them the danger of the ſeas, nor contributed their 


quota out of wages earned at ſea; beſides, they are not objects of this or any charity, having other valuable 
livings in commendam, without pre the manifeſt injuſtice of depriving the Navy Chaplains of their 
e 


have produced two good effects at once a comforta 
nance for a ſucceſſion of aged men, and a reduction of the bounty granted by Parliament to the El 


Chaplains; whereas, theſe young gentlemen may keep out the whole liſt of Chaplains half 


ble mainte- 
der N avy 
a century. 


f 


day of December, 1979, di- 


CHARLES MIDDLETON, J. WILLIAMS, GEO. MARSH, T. BRETT. (A Copy.) 


INTROD 


TO THE 


UCTION 


: N 15 1 1 3 


INTO THE 


ABUSES AND MISMANAGEMENT 


OF THE 


ROYAL HO 8 PITAL FOR S EAM FN 


AT 


G R E E NW I CH, 


AT THE 


BAR OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


On Thurſday, at Half Paſt Three  Clack, March 11, 1979. 


AME order of the day being read, the Duke of 
Richmond roſe, and ſtated his reaſons at large 
for going into a Committee to enquire into the ma- 
nagement of Greenwich Hoſpital. His Grace was 
heard with remarkable attention from every ſide of 
the Houſe, and was on his legs for upwards of an 
hour and an half. His detail was highly intereſting, 
finiſhed and correct; but the ſcope of his Grace's ar- 
guments can only be followed in miniature. He diſ- 
claimed every idea of accuſation and crimination, and 
ſaid the facts he meant to ſtate, he did not by any 
means pledge himſelf to prove ; he ſhould ſubmit 
them entirely to their Lordſhips, in the ſenſe they de- 
ſerved, to be received as ex parte evidence. 

As a grand juror they were ſufficient to ſatisfy him, 
that they ought to be enquired into; he neither wiſhed 
to condemn, or acquit, further than the evidence 
would warrant. Fx 

It was a charge brought by Captain Baillie, the 
Lieutenant-Governor, againſt the Admiralty, the Di- 


rectors, and ſeveral of the officers of Greenwich Ho- 


ſpital. It behoved that gentleman to make good his 
charges; it no leſs behoved their Lordſhips to paſs 
judgment according to the nature of the proofs, 
His Grace then took notice of the utility and im- 
portance of the inſtitution, the magnificent impreſſion 
1t gave to foreigners, the humanity and generoſity it re- 
dounded on the nation. He next ſtated the immenſe 
revenues that were annexed to its ſupport, ſuch as 
the Derwentwater eſtate, producing about 20,0001. per 
annum, a bequeſt from a private citizen of London, a 
Mr. Oſbolſton, of 4, oool. per annum (that is to ſay) 
the North and South Foreland Lights; the intereſt of 
260,000. in the public funds, about 7, 801. per an- 
num; the monthly ſixpences paid by about one hun- 
.Arcd, thouſand ſca- faring men of every denomination, 
ſerving, or ſailing in Britiſh bottoms, amounting an- 


nually to about 32,5001. the half. pay of the officers of 
the houſe, above 1000). per annum, with ſome rents 
and etceteras, making in the whole about 6g, oool. per 
annum, clear of all deductions whatſoever, without ad- 
verting to parliamentary aids, or the unclaimed ſhares 


of prize- money, forfeited by act of ' parliament to 


Greenwich Hoſpital, which latter amounts to large 
ſums, about 100,000. having been paid in, during the 
peace and the laſt war. | | 

His Grace then obſerved, that the greatneſs of the 
ſubject, and the well being of the ſeamen under their 
care, made every thing, reſpecting the conduct of ſuch 


an inſtitution, of the utmoſt national conſequence; 


and if there was an appearance of default, it was not 


unworthy Parliament to interpoſe; he had heard of 


ſufficient miſconduct to ſanction an enquiry. He de- 
clared he knew nothing of Captain Baillie, previous 
to his application to him as a Governor and Commiſ- 
ſioner of the Hoſpital; and, however ſtrange it might 
appear, he acknowledged, he wanted that information, 
nor did he ever ſuſpect, that he himſelf, as well as ma- 
ny other Peers, till that period, were Governors and 
Commiſſioners of that eſtabliſhment, declaring, that 
all he wanted, was to do an a& of juſtice, and that the 


judgment of a court below in diſcharging ſcveral ſuits 


inſtituted againſt Captain Baillie with coſts, firit ſug- 
geſted to him, there might be grounds for a parliamen- 
tary enquiry ; that Captain Baillie appeared to him ta 
be a perſecuted, as well as a proſecuted man. 


His Grace then proceeded to ſtate to their Lord- 
ſhips the abuſes which had (by Captain Baillie's ac- 
count) branched into the management and conduct of 


this great and noble inſtitution, which, conſiſting of 


many articles, he ſhould not trouble their Lordfhips 


with the minutiæ of them, for though Captain Baillie, 
in his ſituation as Lieutenant-Governor, might be 
warranted in laying every abuſe (that came within his 

B | | knowledge) 
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knowledge) before a General Court of Governors, he 
ſhould only enumerate thoſe which had moſt caught 
his attention, viz. the alterations in the Charter from 
the original Commiſſion, highly detrimental to the 
Hoſpital and the ſea ſervice, and the transferring from 
the General Court, conſiſting of the Privy Councit, 


Ke. to the Admiralty, the recommendation of all of- 
ficers to be by them appointed accordingly. _ 

_ ARTICLE I. The leaving out effential words and 
whole paſſages in the Charter, and adding new powers 
and authorities, without the knowledge, privity, or 
conſent of a General Court of 'Governors. . 


* @ 


II. The violation of the original inſtituti 


ion, by the 
appointment of officers in the Hoſpital, who are not 
ſeafaring men. | | | 
III. The appointment of ſuch officers in the 
cil of the houſe to govern ſeamen, of whoſe diſpoſition, 
temper, and manners, they were totally ignorant. 
IV. The admiſſion of 4 number of cletks, depu- 
ties, and ſervants, who are not ſeafaring men, into 
apartments in the Hoſpital, and ſome of them into the 
wards of the Penſioners. | | | 
V. That the Directors have given freſh contracts to 
Peter Melliſh, the contracting butcher, who had been 


convicted of fraud; that whilſt another action was 


pending, they gave him à ſæcond contract, and a third 
contract, after they had compounded fifty other frau- 
dulent breaches for one hundred pounds. N 
VI. That money, inſtead of proviſions, is given by 
the Directors to above one thouſand Penſioners, which 
encourages drunkenneſs and diſorder in the Hoſpital. 

VII. That this matter had been repreſented as an 
abuſe, by the unanimous conſent of tke Council of the 
Houſe, to the Directors, without effect. 

VIII. That money ariſing from ſuch ſavings, in giv- 
ing leſs money than the value of the proviſions, toge- 


ther with the mulcts and checks upon the Penſioners, 


create a fund, called the Charity Stock, out of which 


additional ſalaries are given to various civil officers, 


who have votes in laying on thoſe mulcts. 


IX. That in many parts of the cloathing, ſuch as 


ſhoes, ſtockings, linen, beds, waſhing, &c. there are 
great abuſes. 9 5 

X. That the proviſions have been frequently repre- 
ſented by the Council to the Board of Ditectors to be 
bad, by the mal-praCtices of the receiving officers and 
of the contractors, without proper attention on the part 
of the Directors. FRY | | 
XI. That the beer in particular has been found ſo 
bad, as to oblige the Council at one time to ſtart 4,000 


gallons, as unfit for uſe, to prevent its being ſerved to 


the men, without any puniſhment being inflicted on the 
brewer, or any of the civil officers, whoſe duty it was 
to ſuperintend the brewery. | 1 8 

XII. That the Directors have given a thouſand 
pounds by private agreement for cleaning the pictures 
min the Painted Hall without advertiſing for propoſals 
by contract, in order to aſcertain the value of that 
public work. „ e 

XIII. That the danger of fire, for want of better 
regulation, has not been attended to, by which neglect a 
moſt dreadful misfortune has happened, whereby the 
Hoſpital will not be enabled, in this moment of war, 
to provide for ſo many Penſioners, as with proper pre- 
caution it might have done, beſides the great inconve- 
nience brought upon the Penſioners, and expence to 
the Hoſpital. e We. 

His Grace commented on theſe frauds and abuſes 
with a proper ſpirit, and feeling for the Seamen, whom 
he contidered as the bulwark of their country, men 
who had: affiſted in her moſt important acquiſitions and 
victories, and. as ſuch ſtrongly recommended them tothe 
commileration, care, and protection of their Lordſhips. 


His Grace mentioned another matter very particu- 


larly, which was, That a negotiation had been ſane- 
tioned by the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, offering 
Captain Baillie a yearly ſum as an equivalent, in lieu 
of his Lieutenant government, provided he would 
write a letter of reſignation, ſignifying that a combi- 


-ately 
Lord Mayor and Aldefmen of London, Admirals, nant- 


that Mr, Murphy, one of Captain Baillie's Council, 
Coun- 


that Mr. Murphy's application to him on the account 
of Mr, Baillie, was after the laſt- mentioned gentle. 


nothing more than mere intimation, till it had been 


a refutation. 


' Fatory papers, was interrupted by Lord. Fotteſcue, who 


Committee, relative to the complaints made by the 
| Treaſurer of the Hoſpital, ſtating ſeveral inſtances of 
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nation was formed FR ld him in the Hoſpital, which 
phe him from doing his duey; but that Captain 

ihe having ſpurned at the idea of criminating him- 
ſelf by a voluntary reſignation, Lord Sandwich conſi- 
dered it as a flag of defiance, and therefore immedi- 
d him out of his employment of Lieute. - 
wernor and Director of Greenwich Hoſpital.— 
Lord Sandwich, in reply to the laſt fact concerning 
this negotiation, declared upon his honour, as a Peer of 
Parliament, and pledged himſelf to that Houſe, to 
prove the whole of that tranſaction, as ſtated by the 
noble Duke, as well as every other thing mentioned 
in Captain! Baſſlie's Stabe of Greenwich Hoſpital, to 
be falſe ; that the truth was, Mr. Baillie had made ap- 
plication to him by letter, and not he to Mr. Baillie ; 


was ready to atteſt this fact; and what was very ex- 
traordinary, his Lordſhip thought proper to repreſen, 


man's diſmiſſion from his employments. His Lord. 
ſhip, was warmly proceeding further in his vindica- 
tion, when he was interrupted by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who ſaid, no charge had yet been made againſt 
the noble Lord, all the noble Duke had ſaid was 


eſtabliſhed by proof, it was therefore premature to give 


Lord Sandwich acquieſced in the propriety of the 
noble Lord's interpoſition. 


The Duke of Richmond alſo expreſſed the fame 
opinion; the Houſe then reſolved itſelf into a Com- 
mittee, and the clerk proceeding to read ſome prepa- 


defired to know if there were any papers before the 


groſs abuſe and miſmanagement, reſpecting the Re- 
ceiver of the Sixpenny-office. 

This called up Lord Townſhend to order, and pro- 
duced a ſhort debate, in which the Dukes of Rich- 
mond, Bolton and Chandos, and Lords Sandwich, 
Weymouth, Mansfield, and the Lord Chancellor, 
likewiſe bore a part—it was at length agreed, that as 
the Houſe was in-a Committee, Lord Forteſcue ſhould 
move for the papers mentioned by him, in a full 
Houſe, which ad not been produced with the other 
papers, in conſequence of the general order. Upon 
ſome fatther converſation, the Houſe adjourned till 
eight o'clock the next day, and the Lords to be ſump 
moned accordingly. _ OT | 

On Pl he 12th of March, the Lords met 
again, and the order 'of the day being read for the 
Houſe to reſolve itfelf into a Committee, whereupon 
the Lord Chancellor left the Woolſack, and Lord 
Scarſdale took the chair, a great numberof papers, which 
had been preſented relative to the ſubject, were read. 

Lord Sandwich then roſe, and ſaid, as he had found 
himſelf miſtaken in a particular to which he had 
ſpaken the preceding day, begged leave to take the 
opportunity of that full Houſe to recall his aſſertion. 
The noble Duke, in his opening ſpeech, had men- 
tioned the negotiation between Captain Baillie's Coun- 
ſel and the Admiralty, and in his reply he had de- 
clared that the negotiation took place ſubſequent to 
Captain Baillie's diſmiſſion; the fact, he recollected, 
happened prior to Mr. Baillie's diſmiſſion from his 
office of Lieutenant-Governor; the error, his Lord- 
ſhip declared, aroſe merely from forgetfulneſs, and as 
he, u on recollection, found he was wrong, he 
thought it incumbent upon him, as well out of re- 
ſpect to their Lordſhips, as in point of candour and 
truth, to acknowledge it, in order that an improper 
idea might not be entertained, either as to his at- 
tempting to charge the noble Duke with having ſtated 
a falſe fact, or that he ſhould reſt any part of his 
reply to the matters of charge, which might come 
out in the courſe of the enquiry, upon falſe grounds. 
The Duke of Richmond agreed, that it was per- 
fectly fair for the noble Lord, upon his 1 
? : e | Aeon 
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lection to recall any of bis aſſertions, and alſo that it 


was extremely candid to do it in ſo early a ſtage of 
the buſineſs; he only wiſhed their Lordſhips to re- 


member, that upon the contradiction of the aſſertion 
relative to the negotiation with Captain Baillie's 
Counſel, the noble Lord had built an inference, and 
an argument which extended a great way, the having 
flatly and directly ſaid, that one aſſertion was falſe, it 
was very natural to imagine, might induce their Lord- 
ſhips to conclude, that all or moſt of the reſt were 
equally falſe, which he had alſo aſſerted; but as the 
noble Lord had now called to mind the real ſtate of 
the negotiation, and acknowledged it for as the lat 
ter grew out of the former, they ought certainly to 
fall together, and the one to be given up as well as 
the other. TO Foods Bo PEHINEESS — 
His Grace ſaid, he was at a loſs in what manner to 
proceed, as to the diſcuſſion of the ſeveral articles of 
enquiry, which was, in fact, their true name, as they 
| were not matters of charge, but matters of Parha- 


mentary enquiry. He declared, he was perfectly in- 


different as to the mode of proceeding, and ſub- 
mitted it to their Lordſhips, whether it ſhould be, 
by dividing the articles, and entering upon an. exa- 
mination of evidence, in defence of each ſeparately, 
concluding entirely, and determining upon. one be- 
fore another was begun, or by hearing evidence 
generally to the whole, and drawing an ultimate con- 
cluſion from the evidence at large. His only wiſh 
was to adopt that line and rule of procedure, which 
| ſhould tend beſt to render the enquiry ſhort, clear, 
certain, eaſy to comprehend, and concluſive. 

This candid appeal to the Committee, gave riſe to 
a warm debate, which laſted above an hour. The 
Lord Chancellor, the Dukes of Richmond and 
Grafton, Lord Camden, Lord Mansfield, and Lord' 
Ravenſworth, taking a part init. 

The Lord Chancellor and Lord Mansfield con- 
| tended, that the proper mode of proceeding would be 
to hear the whole evidence to the whole charge, (for 
a charge in effect it was, though the noble Duke did 
not urge it as a matter of accuſation); then for the no- 
ble Lord on behalf of himſelf, or any perſon he might 
think affected by what came out in the courſe of the 
enquiry, to ſtate his defence, and that their Lordſhips 
would by ſuch a mode of procedure be beſt enabled 
to judge of the entire matter. „„ 
Lord Camden, the Duke of Grafton, Lord Ra- 
venſworth, and the Duke of Richmond, were of a 
different opinion. They thought it would be an end- 
leſs matter to go generally into evidence, contending 
that perſpicuity, and an endeavour to render the evi- 
dence on each point comprehenſible to every capacity, 
and impreſſive on every memory, were certainly the 
principal objects to be deſired. That if one article 
was not concluded upon, and finally diſpoſed of be- 
fore a ſecond was begun to be enquired into, the en- 
quiry might laſt for ever; that the minds of the 
noble Lords in general would be perplexed, and it 
would be abſolutely impoſſible either to diſcriminate 
the nature, or the degree of evidence adduced, in 
ſupport of, one article, or in any ſhape whatever, to 
decide with truth and preciſion upon the whole. 
In the courſe of this debate, Lord Mansfield ſaid, 
that the impending . pug had been brought in by 
2 noble Duke, who had very candidly declared, that 
he took it up merely upon public grounds; that the 
noble Duke had further knowing. that he did 
not pretend to ſay the aſſertions were founded, or to 
vouch for the truth of any one of them, but that he 
thought they were of ſufficient importance to call for 


a Parliamentary examination. His Lordſhip went on 


to declare, that as a material part of the object aroſe 
- from Captain Baillie's book, which contained a variety 

of aggravated charges of abuſe of the Charter of the 
. Hoſpital, and of miſmanagement in different ſhapes, 
which tended to affect and criminate many perſons 
who were abſent, though chiefly centering in an ac- 


cuſation on a noble Lord who had a ſeat in that 


Houſe, he did not doubt but their Lordſhips would 


witneſſes, who being all previouſly ſworn, 
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take care of the abſent parties, and regard them 


as men accuſed and unheard, and thgt in the whole 


proceeding of the enquiry, they would conduct the 
buſinels with candour and fairneſs reſpecting the noble 
perſon who was a Member of the Hayſe, which, he 
contended, they could not do without hearing the 
whole of the evidence reſpecting every part of the 
object of enquiry, ſince their ultimate concluſion 
myſt neceſſarily he general, and conſequently be 
founded on the totality of the matter adduced in evi- 
dence, both in ſupport of the charges, and in defence 
of the parties accuſed,” | 

In reply to this, Lord Camden proteſted againſt any 
idea of the preſent enquiry. being founded on a per- 


ſonal attack, and hoped that no noble Lord would 
conſider it in ſo odious and prejudicial a point of 


view; he ſolemnly diſclaimed every ſuggeſtion or 
intention of attack on any man, or any ſet of men, 


declaring, that the only motive which weighed with 
him, and induced him to take a part in the enquiry, 


was the public good, and an ardent deſire, at this ori- 


tical moment, to convince thoſe brave and gal- 
lant men, the Navy Officers and Seamen of England, on 


whoſe courage and activity this country depended for 
ſafety and proſperity, that the nobleſt foundation in the 
world, a foundation which did the utmoſt honour to 
Grey Bin, was attentively regarded and watched 
by Parliament with a jealous eye, as the nation's great 
man of war, as an aſylum for diſabled ſeamen, and for 
ſuch only as had purchaſed it by their blood, by their 


ſervices, and by the contributions they had paid; that 


it was the buſineſs of Parliament to defend and pro- 
tect them, and to prevent every abuſe in the manage- 
ment of it, in order that ſnould be a place of reſt, fit 
to receive them and their ſucceſſors, tbe pillow on 


which they were to 1 after their danger, toil, 
˖ 


and care, in defence of the public; in fact, that this 


place of retirement, which they regarded as their laſt 


port, as their only haven of comfort, happineſs, and 
peace, ought to be preſerved for them, and them only, 
with every enjoyment and advantage deducible from 
its original conſtitution. _ 


The Duke of Richmond profeſſed himſelf, muck 


hurt at what had fallen from the noble and learned 
law Lord. He begged again and again, that it might 
be conſidered he meant no perſonal accuſation, that 


he brought no charge, nor wiſhed to criminate either 
the noble Lord at the head of the Admiralty, or any - 


other perſon. The noble and learned Lord had hurt 


him till more, by ſuggeſting that he had brought a 


charge againſt abſent perſons. ' God forbid, that he 
ſhould ever accuſe men who were not preſent, or who 
could not make their defence! much more aſhamed 
ſhould he be to attempt to draw any concluſions of a 
criminating nature againſt thoſe who were abſent. In 


his opening ſpeech, he had expreſsly declared, that all 


the various matters which he had ated, aroſe from 
ex parte evidence, and that he did not lay them down 
as facts, which he undertook to prove. He was per- 
fectly indifferent as to the iſſue of the enquiry ; con- 
vinced, however, as he was, that the ſubject of it was 
ſufficiently important to require Parliamentary exa- 
mination, he ſhould certainly proceed, but he again 
ſubmitted it to their Lordſhips' conſideration, which 
would be the beſt mode of receiving the evidence. 


Lord Mansfield, in reply, ſaid, the noble Duke had 


certainly been looking over ſome papers, or had his 
thoughts otherwiſe ſo much engaged when he had 
ſpoken, that he did not hear him diſtinctly. Nothing 
could be farther from his meaning, than the idea the 
noble Duke had revolted at, and nothing could be 


ftronger in expreſſion, than the words he had uſed, 


reſpecting the nature of the enquiry, and the candid 
manner in which the noble Duke had brought it for- 
ward. His Lordſhip repeated his words, and ſhewed 
that he had not uttered a ſyllable, which led to an in- 
ſinuation of the charge being perſonally levelled, or 
that the noble Duke meant to criminate abſent perſons, 

At length the Committee proceeded to examine 


Captain 
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Captain BAILLIE, the late Lieutenant Governor, was 
called in. 99 5 


Q. Pleaſe to inform che Committee whe you 
have read the new Charter? 

A. I have. BY 

Q. Have you read the old Commiſſion? 50 

A. I have. 


Q. Have you compared the old Commiltion with 


the new Charter? 
A. I have compared them, 
Q. Is there any difference betwee them 3 | 
A There are a great many alterations and addi- 
tions which are very material, in humble e 
ment. 
9 Do you know who crepathd the Charter * 

I believe it was prepared by Mr. . ale 
83 to the Directors of the Hoſpital and Gene- 
ral Court of Governors and Commiſſioners. 

Was the Charter ever goth at a General Cour 
that you know of? 

A. When it was produced at a General Court: at 
the Admiralty, in order to be read, Lord Sandwich 
was pleaſed to ſay he thought the reading unneceſſary, 


as it was a mere copy of the old INTERN: 18888 


ſome alterations in point of form. 
Was the Charter then Res” or was it the 
draught of the Charter? | 

A. It was the Charter. 

Q. Was the Great Seal to'it ? 

A. I believe it was. 

Q. Was any draught of that Charter laid before 
the General Court previous to its being ſealed _ 
the Great Seal? 

A. I don't know that there was; there. was a 
rough draught of 1 it brought to the Board of Direc- 
tors. 
Q. Have you conſtantly attended the General 
Coun] ? 

A. I generally attended very onftantly4." 

Q. You don't reeolle& that any 4 of ths 
Charter was produced at a General Court, 3 
to the Great Seal being affixed to it? 

A. I don't recollect that there vas. 

Q. Was it before the Court of Directors has: you 
ſpoke of the rough draught being produced? 

A. Yes—l really don't recollect the particulars of 
it but I did not underſtand then that there were any 


alterations, additions, or omiſſions, from the original 


Commiſſion. 

Q. Who produced that draught | ? 

A. I believe the Auditor or the Secretary, I am 
not ſure which. 


Q. Upon what occaſion was Ihe Charter read be- | 


fore the General Court ? 
As. It was not read at all in my hearing. 
. With what view was it attempted to be read? 


it; that it was a mere copy of the old Commiſſions, 


ſome alterations only in point of form, on account of 


the incorporating of the Governors and Commiſ- 
ſioners. 


Q. When you found that there were ſome mate- 


rial alterations, did you ever repreſent that as a grie= 


vance, and a thing that ought not to have been ? 
A. | never knew that there were any alterations 


till the Charter had paſſed the Great Seal, and then 


I compare: the old Commiſſions with the Charter, 
and found very eſſential alterations. I beg your 


Lordſhips to underſtand that the Charter was not en- 
rirely read, only ſome particular parts of it, at the de- - 


fire of Capt. Hood, the Treaſurer, who found himſelf 


aggrieved by leaving out part of his titles; Receiver - 
General was left out, which he thought affected him, 


otherwiſe, I believe, no part of it had been read at all. 


Q. Captain Baillie ſaid, if I underſland him, that 
he believed the Charter was prepared by Mr. Ibbet- 


ſon ; does Captain Baillie know of no other perſon 
employed belides him ? 


Ft Mr. deren is Secretary; we e have no other 


- Hoſpital as 
far as I 4 in that line. 


#23; Attorney and Solicitor- General; 
mentioned, that it lay ome time with them, after it 
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to the Holpltal, to the Bgard of Nee and the 

General Court of Governors and Commiſſioners. 
Q. What reaſon have Yu to believe it was pre- 

pared by him ?- - 

A. Becauſe he does all the buen of Greenwich 

far as comes under my knowledge, as 


Q. Did you never hear of this Charter being laid 
before and prepared by any eminent Counſel? 

A. I have heard that it was to be referred to the 
did hear that 


was drawn up. 


Q Had the Salicitor to the Hoſpital any hand ir in 


preparing "3 JET. 
A. Idon't know that he had. [ Cope. Baillie withdrew, 


Mr. IBB ET SON called in, Secretary to the Direthors 


LINE Greenwich Hoſpital. 


Qs Pleaſe to give an account to the Houſe of what 
you know of the new Charter; how it was prepared ; 
by whom it was planned? who, ſhewn to? and what 
ſteps it went through ? _- 


A. It was originally propoſed by Mr. Eden, the 


Auditor, the having a Charter for incorporating 
Greenwich Hoſpital. The Solicitor for "oct 

Hoſpital was directed, with the aſſiſtance of Mr. 
Eden, to prepare the draught of a Charter to be laid 
before the Attorney and Solicitor General; a draught 
of a Charter was accordingly prepared. Firſt of all 
there was an opinion taken from the Attorney and 
Solicitor-General, and Mr. Eden's opinion of the 
neceſſity and expediency of having à Charter for 
Greenwich Hoſpital. They gave their opinion, that 
it was expedient and neceſſary; a draught of a Char- 
ter was ordered to be prepared, with the aſſiſtance of 
Mr. Eden, and to be laid before the Attorney and 
Solicitor-General; by them it was ſettled; it was 
brought before the Board of Directors as ſettled by 
the Attorney and Solicitor-General; the Board 
thought it would be neceſſary to add a clauſe to it, 
with reſpect to the Treaſurer, and other people con- 
cerned in the receipt of money for Greenwich Ho- 


ſpital giving ſecurity; that was propoſed, laid before 


the Attorney and Solicitor-General, and with that 


amendment the Charter paſſed the Great Seal. 


Q. When that was laid before the General Court, 


was it then ſealed? | 
A. Yes, it was ſealed; it came b erde the Char- 
ter itſelf under the Seal was brought to the General 


Court, and was laid before ho General Court. It 


was not all of it read. | 
. What General Court was it this Charter was 

laid Fee ? 
A. The General Court immediately ter the date 


of it, in December, 17755 I think I can refer to 
the books. 
A. I have ſaid it was ſuppoſed unneceſſary to read 


2 Have you the minutes of that General Court 
here? 5 
A. I have. | 
| Pleaſe to read them. 
( be witneſs produced the minutes, and read an entry 
purpor ting, that the new Charter was preſented to 
a General Court, on Saturday the 16th of Decem- 
ber, 1775, and that as the new Charter omitted to 
tile the Treaſurer Receiver General, which title be 
had in the old Commiſſion, the Treaſurer. being pre- 
ſent, expreſſed his doubts, whether an omiſſion of the 
laſt mentioned title might not affect the powers of 
his office ; upon which the General Court ordered, 
| that a caſe be lated, and laid before the Attorney 
and Solicitor General, if the Treaſurer, upon further 
_ conſideration, ſhould think the ſame neceſſary. ] 
Q. What was done in conſequence of that? 
A. At a ſubſequent General Court, held on the 
16th of February following, the Governor acquainted 
the Court, that the Charter had been altered in the 


preſence of his Majeſty, by adding the words © Re- 
« ceiver General” to the Treaſurer's title, as expreſſed 


in his Patent and the old Commiſſion, 
| | Q. Then 
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Q. Then am I to underſtand that this Charter was A. The Board of Directors. 1 
never laid before the General Court till it had paſſed _ 2 Were they the only perſons who gave the or- 
the Great Seal? _. . ders for the Charter being prepared ? 


J T1 8 

I am not prepared to ſpeak to that immediately; A. Ves. FV | 
Y Poor think 1 but I * that. (The Q. Who was conſulted in drawing up the Charter? | I 
witneſs refers to the Minite-Book. ). It does not ap- A. It was upon the propoſition of Mr. Eden, who 
pear to have been laid before the General Court. at that time was Auditor and Counſel to the Hoſ- | 

Q. Not any draught of it previous to paſſing the piral. In the caſe of Mr. Ellis, a former Steward, | | | 
Great Seal? | 7 Ty 1 8 there had been a deficiency ; there was ſome difficulty ö 

A. No. bo he was to be proſecuted; this ſuggeſted an idea 
Q. When it was laid before the General Court, that it would be neceſſary to have a Charter to give 
after having paſſed the Great Seal, what was the no; powers to that body, as well to ſue as fqr other pur- 
tice to perſons to attend that General Court? What poſes, and the , Commiſſioners baving all along di- 
number of perſons were ſummoned ? |... rected that a Charter ſhould be prepared. 
A. The Governors and Commiſſioners that had QI meant to aſk who were thoſe perſons that in- 
uſually been ſummoned were ſummoned upon that ſtructed Mr. Eden, the. Solicitor, in what manner 
occaſion ; there was no extraordinary ſummons. they were to make out that draught? ) 

Q. Who are uſually ſummoned ? A. There was no inſtructions given at all; the 
A. The Lords of the Admiralty, the Secretary at Solicitor was to prepare a Charter, with the aſſiſtance 
War, the Treaſurer of the Navy, the Commiſſioners of Mr. Eden, and having fo prepared it, it was to be 
of the Navy, and the Lieutenant-Governor, the Au- laid before the Attorney and Solicitor-General, . 
ditor and the Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital, and Q. Po you know how it came fo paſs that Mr. 
the Deputy Maſter of the Trinity Houſe, The De- Eden and the Solicitor, of themſelves, thought fit 
puty Maſter of the Trinity Houſe, in the laſt ſum- to, make any material alterations between that and 
mons was one of the Director s. the old Commiſſio o. . 8 

Q. Has it been uſual when there has been extra- A. I know nothing reſpecting the preparation of 
dinary buſineſs come before the Hoſpital to ſummon the Charter, though I am charged with ir, than 


nobody elſe ? 5 merely its paſſing the Bo area. 
A. I never remember but one inſtance of it. Q. If you don't know who ſuggeſted theſe altera- 
Q. What was that inſtance? _ 2 tions, or adviſed them, then I have nothing to aſk 
A. It was upon the appointment of a Receiver to oo i... . L 

the Derwentwater eſtate. A. I do not. The Solicitor is here, probable he 


Qi. Who was at the head of the Admiralty at that may be able to anſwer that queſtion. . | 
8 | Q. How long is it ſince the Treaſurer of the Hoſ- 
A. Lord Egmont. oh ppDPital was required to give ſecurity ? | 5 | 
Q. 7 1 that occaſion who was ſummoned?? A. This very Charter requires it. There was a 
A. The greateſt part of the Commiſſioners were clauſe added; I mentioned that to the Houſe before. 
ſummoned upon that occaſion ; I cannot exactly ſtate Q. Do you know whether ſince that ſecurity was 
them; except the Princes of the Blood, I believe al- required, there has been a greater ſum of money 
| moſt the whole Commiſſion were ſummoned, lodged in the Treaſurer's hands? | 
Q. But upon this occaſion of a new Chatter being A. Upon my word, I am not able to ſpeak to 
laid ' before them, there were no more ſummoned that point. - Pi: 
than ordinary ? ' | 


„ 
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| ; Q. Do you not know that the Treafurer has re- 
A. The ſummonſes went in the uſual way; I re- ceived much leſs ſince the ſecurity, which I appre- 
ceived no directions. | hend to be 10,0001. 791 : 
Q. When that Charter was read before the General A. Yes, tis | TO 
Court, was it read diſtinctly, article by article, or Q. Whether he has not received much leſs ſince 
only parts of it. | | 1 5 that time than before? 3 
A. A very ſmall part of it was rede. A. He has had leſs than 10,000, ſince. 
Q. Was it intimated that there were but few alte- Q. How much? „„ 
rations; or was any notice taken of any material alte- A: Six thouſand pounds leſs. : 
rations ? 8 %% ͤ Q. How were the proſecutions, reſpecting the 
A. There was no notice taken at that time but of Hoſpital, carried on before the new Charter ln 
the omiſſion of part of the Treaſurer's title, which whoſe name ? | 
was obſerved, as I have already mentioned, A. The Solicitor will be more able to ſpeak 
Q. Did any body ſtate that there was any material to that than I can; but in the caſe which occa- 
alteration? | VVö,ůa˖u; fioned the taking up the buſineſs of the Charter, 
A. I don't remember that there was, Mr. Ellis's caſe, there was ſome difficulty how to 
Q. Was there any thing ſaid that there was not proceed. There was one opinion, that it was right 
any material alterations? do proceed by an aſſumpſit; another opinion, that 
A: I. don't recollect that any thing of that fort an information ſhould be filed in Chancery, by the 
paſſed. It had been laid before the Attorney and Soli- Attorney - General, and that was directed, but there 
citor- General; I imagine it was ſuppoſed to be right. was ſome difficulty about it; and from that and 
Q. How did the Treaſurer know that his titles other things, it was thought neceſſary to get a new 
were left out. fy a6 Charter. It had been attempted in ſeveral reigns; 
A. I don't know.  _ I traced it almoſt ready to pals the Great Seals, and 
Qi. You faid it was hot read? - - then it was ſtopped. | | 
A. Probably from the draught of it, as ſettled, Q. By whom were thoſe difficulties made; in what 
having been read to the Board of Directors ? Court, or in any Court ? 
2. When was it read to the Board of Directors? A. I only ſaid I traced the Charter having been 
( The witneſs refers to ſome Minutes.) prepared: I ſaw letters in the books of the Ad- 
A. On the 12th of January, 1774, © a draught miralty to the Attorney-General, preſſing him to 
of a Charter, as ſettled by the Attorney and Solicitor- expedite the Charter, in Queen Ann's and King 
General, laid before the Board.” SGSceorge the Firſt's time; no leſs than two or three 
. Q  lunderſtood you to ſay that the Solicitor and Charters had been in a ſtate of preparation, and 
Mr. Eden were directed to prepare a draught. of a then they died away, and we cannot trace what 
Shane 3, -: „ ſtopped them. | 
R A. Yes, to be laid before the Attorney and So» Q. Then you do not recolle& any proſecutions, 
neitor-General. 2. won? tos wot, and perſons tranſported under proſecutions, in the 
Q. Who gave thoſe directions? name of the Directors, under the old Commiſſion ? 


C A. There 


i 
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A. There have- undoubtedly been proſecutions; 
but the Solicitor can explain chat better. . 

Q. I think you ſtated, that there were directions 
from the Board of Directors to the Solicitor, and 

r. Eden, to prepare this Charter? 

A. Yes. | | 

Q. Do thoſe directions appear upon the Minutes 
df the Court of Directors? 8 
A. Yes, they are here. 
EO (Refers to the Minute. Book.) 
I will, if you pleaſe, read a Minute immediately 
preceding it, reſpecting Mr. Ellis. On the 26th of 
February, 1772, „The Solicitor laid before the 
% Board Mr. Eden's opinion, in regard to the me- 
te thod proper to be taken for recovering from 
« Ellis the balance due from him to the Hoſpital ; 
e he adviſes an aſſumpſit, though he could not be 
* certain of ſucceſs. The Solicitor was directed to 
„take the Attorney-General's opinion upon the 
% matter; Mr. Eden having reported upon the 
above occaſion, that he thinks the want of in- 


4 corporation a conſiderable defect in the con- 


ce ſtitution of the Hoſpital, &c.“ Reſolved, that 
the ſame be ſubmitted to the conſideration of the 
next court. N * 
On the 113th of March, 1772, the Solicitor laid 
before the Board a caſe, reſpecting the incorporating 
the Hoſpital, with the opinion of the Attorney and 
Solicitor-General, and Mr. Eden, thereupon, by 
which it appears, that they think it on many ac- 
counts expedient, and even neceſſary; and that a 
Charter of incorporation ſhould be prepared for that 
purpoſe, as recommended by the King's commiſſion; 
Ordered, that the Solicitor do, with the advice of 
Mr. Eden, prepare a draught for that purpoſe, and 
lay the ſame before the Attorney and Solicitor- 
General to ſettle. 5 
Qi. Before what Court? 4 
* A. The court The Board of Directors. 


Q. The firſt, I think, you mentioned, was at a | 


General Court? | 1 5 
A. The General Court, in the firſt ſtage of this 
bufineſs, went to Parliament, with a petition for a 
Charter by Act of Parliament. es 
Q. What I want to know is, what the direction 
is, whether it was a General Court, or a Court of 
Directors, that gave directions to Mr. Eden and the 
Solicitor to prepare the Charter ? | in 
A. That I have juſt read of the 11th of March, 
and that Charter, as ſettled by the Attorney and 


Solicitor-General, was laid before the Board of Di- 


rectors on the 12th of July, 1774, and then they 
' propoſed the addition to it of the ſecurities. 

Q. Then that draught, as laid before the Di- 
rectors, was that draught with the alterations, the 


"fame as the Charter now ſtands, except in the caſe of 


Captain Hood'o 3 5 
* A. I cannot charge my memory; I ſuppoſe no 
alterations were made 1n it after, except the Security 
- Clauſe; but the Solicitor is the perſon I muſt refer 
your Lordſhips to upon this occafion. 

; . You had no hand in drawing the Charter ? 


A. No; 1 had no hand in it, but what appears 


upon the face of the Minutes; I never ſaw the 


draught of the Charter, except when it was read to 


the Board of Directors; I never faw it in the inter- 
val of its preparation. TT EE 
Re 5 LMr. Ihbetſon withdrew. 


Mr. EVEREST called" m, © rhe” Solicttor ib the 
: [SE oY Hoſpital. 5 105 


Q. Give an account to the Houſe of what you 


| know relative to the new Charter. 


A. To the beſt of my recollection, I received no 


- other directions, than what I received from the Se- 

cretary, and thoſe in writing. | 

QQ Have you a copy of thoſe directions that you 

received in writing? . 
A. I have not a copy of them by me at preſent, 


| papers that had been formerly, as I underſtood, 


to go by. 


Q. Is it not word for word in a great part of 


papers ? Did any body tell you to refer to them? 


thing I cannot be poſitive in, they were taken out of 


for depoſiting the Hoſpital deeds and papers. 


been ſuch draughts prepared. 
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Q. Do you recolle& the ſubſtance 6f them 
VA 75 | 
Q. Do you recolle& whether there were any dj: 
rections to make any alterations in the Charter fron! 


the old Commiſſion ? 
A: None, that I know of. 15 . 
Q. Then what did you do in conſequence of thoſe 
directions? 
A. In conſequence of thoſe directions, ſome old 


er be on this occaſion, for incorporating the 
oſpital, were turned to; and from thoſe papers, in 
which were a draught of a Charter, which was in- 
tended to have been paſſed, as I underſtood at that 
time, and from the Commiſſion the preſent Charter 
was drawn; | 1 c 

Q. Acquaint the Houſe if you received no direc- 
tions from any body to make any alterations in the 
Charter, how you came to make any alterations. 

A. I cannot immediately ſatisfy your Lordſhips 
how I came to make thoſe alterations ; but your 
Lordſhips will pleaſe to obſerve, that I had many ma- 
terials to take this draught from; I had no one line 


Q. Pray, was not the old Commiſſion a line to go by? 

A. It was in a great degree, but not totally ſo. 
Q. Is it not like the old Commiſſion in a great 
many reſpects ? | | 

A. It is ſo. 


it ? 
A. I cannot recollect that circumſtance. | 
Q. On what ground did you make the alterations? 
Did you make them, or any body elſe ? 4 
A. They might be made by me; but I cannot ſay 
whether they were or not; it is a thing I am totally 
unprepared to give an anſwer to. | 


1 . 


What occaſion had you to refer to thoſe old 
A. I don't recollect that they di. 
Q. I thought you ſaid you referred to them? 
A, Certainly 1 did refer to them. 0 
Who told you to refer to them? 


A. To the beſt of my recollection, but it is a 
the Record-Room, in Greenwich Hoſpital; a place 


Q. What reaſon had you to go to look in this old 
Record-Room for theſe papers? 
A. I had never drawn a Charter before; I wiſhed, 
therefore, to ſee what the idea had been; under- 
ſtanding long ſince, and many times, that there had 


Q. When you did make theſe alterations? Did you 
acquaint any body with having made theſe alterations? 
A. I don't know that I did; and I fo little under- 
ſtood that I was making an improper, or any devia- 
tion from what the Charter ſhould, or was intended 
to have been, that I had no idea of acquainting any 
perſon of it; there was no line that I could draw the 
Charter by; I took it ſometimes from one paper, and 
ſometimes from another, as there were a great variety 
of them. | 25 „„ OY 6: 
Q. Don't you know that there are alterations in 
this Charter from the old one? $2 | 
A. Till it was pointed out in Mr. Baillie's book, 
I did not know it? cs 
Q. Did you not know the Hoſpital had been 
governed under a Commiſſion from the time of its 
inſtitution ? 
A. Yes, I did. | | E ed 
Q. You did not then refer to the original Com- 
miſſion ? 
A. I 
ſhips. . "4:8 
Q. Then, if you did refer to it, when you drew 
this Charter, do you mean to ſay upon your oath, 
that you did not know that there was any material 
difference between them ? e OL ; 
| A. Idid 


believe, I expreſſed myſelf ſo to your Lord- 
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A. 1 did not know that there was any more dif- 
Ference, than what ſeemed to me to be neceſſary to 
conſtitute a new Charter. | 

Q. Did not you know at that time, that there was 
a material difference? 

A. I did not think the old Commiſſion to be a 
direct rule for me; there were many papers. 

Q. I underſtood you, that you did not know that 
there was any material difference in the Charter, till 
you was apprized of it in Captain Baillie's book? 

A. There is a difference; there muſt be a dif- 
ference. i, oF, 

Q. Why muſt there be a difference? 

A. The Commiſſion did not make a corporation, 
there muſt be words to that purpoſe. 

Q. But is there ho difference but that; is the re- 
commendation of the General Court of Commiſ- 

ſioners and Governors to the Admiralty, in the ap- 
pointment of all the offices left out in the Charter, 
or is it not? | | | 
A. lt is left out. | 

Q. Why was it left out * 5 
A. I cannot undertake to ſay why. 

Q. Did any body deſire you to leave it out? 

A. No, ſo help me God. 

Q. You took it upon yourſelf ? 


ATI cannot anſwer at this diſtance of time, whe- 


ther I took it upon myſelf, or who took it upon 
themſelves — : N | 
Q. I am ſure I don't mean to lead you, only I 
thought the inference fair, when you ſaid nobody di- 
rected you, that you took it upon yourſelf ? 
A. I cannot ſay. © 

Q. What was your reaſon for leaving it out ? 
A. I had no particular reaſon for leaving it out. 
Q. Is it poſſible that a man of buſineſs can make 
a material alteration; without having ſome reaſon for 
itz you are here upon your oath, and I inſiſt upon 
knowing what that reaſon was? £ 
A. I don't from my recollection know, that either 
1 did or did not leave it out, nor how it was left 
out, I proteſt. oY 

Qt. There was alſo a power of removal of the of- 
cers, which was not in the original Commiſſion, and 
which is in the new Charter. Is there not? 

A. 1 ee there * ; 

Q. How did that happen! : 

4 I don't recollect _ that happened. 
Q. Did any body give you directions to do it? 
A. No, not that I remember, any body. 

Q. Did any body elſe make the alterations, or 
Was it you? | | 

A. Not that I know of. "WR 
Q. Was it you or any body elſe ? | 

A. Upon my honour, I don't know, I proteſt, 

Q. Do you know the reaſon why that alteration 
was made ? SO ES 
A. No, I don't. 

Q. Do you recolle& that there Is another altera- 
tion in this Charter, and the application of the 

money ariſing from the charity, being for the uſes of 


the Hoſpital, is totally left out; do you recollect 


that? | 
A. I don't know. how it came to be left out; it 


is a long while for a perſon's vecollection to go to 


December, 1775. 


Q. The words I mean are theſe, ** And we do 


hereby, for us, our heirs, and ſucceſſors, ſtrictly 
** charge and command, enjoin and require, that 
none of the monies, or other things, which ſhall 
be given, contributed, &c. ſhall be diverted, 
iſſued, or applied, or be in any ways applicable to 
any uſe or purpoſe whatſoever, otherwiſe than to 

the charitable purpoſes aforementioned, &c.“ 
Theſe words are left out in the new Charter; I 
deſire to know if you left them out? | 

A. I don't know. 1 57 85 

* Do you know whether any body elſe left them 
4 | Y. 
A. No, I don't, 


*F 1 0 d 8. 


draughts that I had for my guidance; but if your Lord- 


- beſt of my recolleCtion, there is a clauſe immediately 


power to the Hoſpital to ſell the eſtates, extended 


believe that I deſired to have them. 


how came you to take upon yourſelf to make them? 


—_ 


Q. Do you know why they were left out? 
A. No, I don't know why they were left out. 
'Q. Then there are ſome other words which are 
inſerted ; theſe words are inſerted in the new Char- 
ter, And alſo to fell; grant, demiſe, alien, or diſ- 
<+ poſe of the ſame manors, meſſuages, &c.” Do you 
know why that power of ſelling was introduced in the 

'Charter, ſelling the whole eſtates of the Hoſpital ? 
A. I believe that clauſe was found in one of the 


ſhips will pleaſe to attend to the Charter, from the 
preceding that, which 75 the Hoſpital a power to 

urchaſe eftates, which I believe they had not by the 
ormer Commiſſion; it gives them a power to receive 
deviſes of manors, meſſuages, lands, and ſo on, and 
immediately, as I think, this clauſe of which his Grace 
fpeaks, follows, and it was not, to the beſt of my 
memory, then underſtood, that the clauſe giving a 


1 
1 
11 
b1 
1 
4 
ö 
}! 
* 
1 
F) 
4 
1 
1 
A 
Gi 
. 
bit 
of 
{tt 
4}; 
MF 
1 
k n 
Jt 
4 
. 
4 
. 
al 
5 
Wh 
1 
Wi: 


any farther than to thoſe they had bought, or ſuch as 
were deviſed to them, to the beſt of my recollection. 

Q. You mentioned materials that you had for 
your guidance, be fo good as to mention what they 
were ? | | | 
A. It is almoſt impoſſible for me to do that, who 
have never ſeen them ſince... 8 8 

Where did you take them from? | 

A. To the beſt of my recollection they were taken 
from the Record-Room in Greenwich Hoſpital. 

Q. Who gave them to you ? 
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A. Your Lordſhips will pleaſe to underſtand, that 
this Record-Room is under four locks and keys; I 
have the keeping of one of thoſe keys myſelf; 1 
do not know who gave them to me, but, from the 
beſt of my recollection, I had them from that room. 

Q. Did you take them yourſelf, or any - body 
give them to you? PL „ 

A. I believe, but I cannot ſpeak certainly to it; I 


Q. Did you return them to that place? 

A. I think they are returned, but I cannot ſpeak 
poſitively to that point. | 

2 Did you keep any copies of thoſe materials 
that ſerved you for your guide? | 

A. No, not to my recolleCtion. 5 
Qi. Your Lordſhips will be pleaſed, that this gen- 
tleman may come another day, and I beg he may 
bring thoſe papers with him. If you had no autho- 
rity from any body to make thoſe material alterations, 


A. I cannot undertake to ſay either that I did or 
did not make them; I drew the Charter to the beſt 
of my ability, and it was paſſed by Mr. Eden, and 

after that went to the Attorney and Solicitor-General, 
and was finally ſettled. 

Q. Do you take upon you to ſwear that you do 
not know whether you made any of theſe material 
alterations, 'or who did make them, or that you re- 
ceived any directions from any perſon whatever to 
make any of thoſe alterations? | | | 


A. I don't know that I received any directions 
from any perſon, (except as I ſaid before) from the 
Directors of the Hoſpital in writing: I conſidered 
myſelf acting under the directions alſo of Mr. Eden. 

Q. Did Mr. Eden give you any directions rela- 
tive to the alteration that you mentioned? 

A. It is impoſſible for me to ſay at this diſtance 
of time, but I think not; I don't know. | 


Q. You ſwear then you don't know, you don't 
recollect whether any body gave you any directions, 
or whether it was you or any body elſe made them ? 

A. I believe I ſtated, that I had received directions 
from the Board of Directors, that I conſidered my- 
ſelf acting under Mr. Eden. 78 

Q. But did you receive from the Board of Direc- 
tors, or Mr. Eden, any directions to make alterations 
in the Charter? | | | 

A. Not that I recollect. 


Q. Think 
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Q. Think a little before you anſwer the queſtion 
J am going to aſk you, and anſwer it ſeriouſly : I un- 


derſtand that theſe alterations. in the Charter were 
taken by you from certain looſe papers that you got 
but of the Record-Room in Greenwich Hoſpital ; it 
was ſo, was it? | | 


U 


A. I believe 1 informed your Lordſhips, that I had 
no line to go by upon that occaſion ; that I had never 


drawn a Charter before that I had recourſe to ſuch 
papers as I thought would be uſeful to me; and with 
them, the beſt judgment that I could form upon the 
occaſion, and the Commiſſion, were the things by 
which I was guided ? | 

Q. Then in the alterations in the Charter, which 
are not found in the Commiſſion, I aſk you, if you took 
thoſe alterations from the old papers that you got out 
of the Record-Room or not ? 


A. I cannot undertake to ſay that I did or did not. 


Q. If you did not take them from thoſe papers, 
from whence elſe could you have them ? | 
A. Upon my oath I do not know. e 
Q. Did Mr. Eden give you any ſuch inſtructions? 
A. Not that I recolle&. | 
Q. Did any body elſe whatever give you ſuch 
orders ? | : 
A. Not that I know of. 


Q. Unleſs you had the authority of theſe papers, 


how came you, without ſuch orders, to take upon 


you to take the appointment of officers out of the 


General Court, and give it to the Board of Admi- 
ralty? | | 


A. I don't know at this time what was the occa- 


fion of it; or whether it was intended at all, I don't 


know. 
Q. You don't know whether it was intended to be 


done? 


A. 1 don't know, my Lord. — 

Q. You will be ſo good as to inform their Lord- 
ſhips, how, as a Solicitor, and a very young man, 
he could undertake, and could juſtify to himſelf, to 


make material alterations in a Charter, from the 
W Commiſſion : 4 1 
| . I underſtood, that I was to draw the Charter 


from ſuch materials as I could get, and from my 
own judgment about it; I have diſcharged my con- 
ſcience about the matter, and I don't know of any 


directions that were given, any otherwiſe than thoſe 


I have ſtated to your Lordſhips: 

Q. When you carried the Charter, to lay it be- 
fore the Attorney and Solicitor-General, did you 
then apprize thoſe two great lawyers that you had 


altered ſeveral of the points from the original Com- 


miſſion? | 


A. I did not, to the beſt of my recollection, take 


it to the Attorney and Solicitor-General; a Mr. 


Sibthorpe, who was at that time concerned jointly 


with me, had a great deal of the tranſaction of that 
| buſineſs with the Attorney and Solicitor-General. 


Q. Do you undertake to ſay that you did not 


carry it to the Attorney and Solicitor-General ? 


A. I don't recollect that perfectly. 
Q. As your memory is ſo extremely ſhort, 1 


imagine it is ſome days ſince you have been ſum- 


moned to attend this Houſe, have you ever had the 
curioſity, knowing that your memory is ſo extremely 


. defective, as it appears here, to compare the Charter 


with the original Commiſſion ? 
A. I have looked at them. 
Q. How long ago? 7 
A. I was looking at them this morning. 
Q. How long is it ago ſince you was ſummoned 
to attend this Houſe ? : 


A. I believe about ten, or poſitively eleven days. 
Q. Did you not think it material, when you had 


had ſo great a hand, and abſolutely the drawing of 
this Charter, not to refreſh ſo ſhort a memory as 
your's is, with the particular inveſtigation of that 
Charter, and comparing it with the Commiſſion before 
this morning ? 5 


any one particularly that J have converſed with about 


diately after my father's death, which was ten years 


death? 


the Hoſpital? 


and Mr. Wedderburne Solicitor. 


made between the new Charter and the old Com- 


variation, to be ſure. 


whether Mr. Sibthorpe was concerned with you in 


. 


A. No; I have looked at it, but not as comparing 
it, nor under any idea of giving evidence of it here. 
Q. Did you ever take notice to any body; that you 
had made theſe alterations in this Charter? #2 
A. Not that I recolle&. | 
Q. At no time did you ever mention it to any 
body? | M0 IIS 
A. Not that I know of, | LE dt: 
Q. How long is it ſince you have been ſummoned 
to attend this Houſe? 3 Yi 
A. I think, about ten or eleven days. | 
Q. Have you had any converſation during that 
_ reſpecting the buſineſs of Greenwich Hoſpi- 
ta 
A. I have converſed at ſeveral times with various 
officers of the Hoſpital ? 
Q. With whom upon this buſineſs ? 
A. I believe moſt of the officers; I don't know 


it ? | | | ; 
Q. Have you converſed upon the ſubject of the 
Charter ? | ; 1 
A. Not that I know of. 5 : 
Q. How long have you been the Solicitor to Green · 
wich Hoſpital ? e 
A. I was concerned with Mr. Sibthorpe imme. 
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Q. How was you bred ?—To what buſineſs ? 
A. An Attorney ? Fs RE, 

Q. How long have you been an Attorney? | 
A. 1 was an Attorney very ſoon after my father's 


Q. We don't know when your father died? 

A. I believe, I explained to your Lordſhips, it was 
about ten years. VVV 

Q. How long have you been appointed Solicitor to 


A. Almoſt immediately upon my father's death, 
which is about ten years ago? 
Q. Was you an apprentice to any Attorney befote 
you was an Attorney ? „5 . 
A. I was clerk to my father; 
Q. How long ? En. 9 0 
A. Not quite five years, but I ſerved the remainder 
with Mr. Sibthorpe? n | 
Q. I only wiſh to aſk the witneſs ; he ſays that this 
new Charter was laid before the Attorney and Solici- 
tor-General, I deſire to know whether they made any 
alterations in it, after it was laid before them? 


A. I believe, that the almoſt, if not efititely, the 
only alteration made by the Attorney and Solicitor- 
General, was the clauſe ditecting ſecurity to be 
taken? 5 | „„ 

Q. Was the old Commiſſion laid before the Attor- 
ney and Solicitor-General at the ſame time, with the 
draught of the new Charter. 

A. Lamont bnon 885 

Q. Who were the Attorney and Solicitor-General 
at that time? . | 

A. The preſent Chancellor was Attorney-General, 


. So you don't know whether the Attorney or 
Solicitor-General did know there was any variation 


miſſion ? 3 f 
A. I don't know that any otherwiſe, than was ne- 
ceſſary to conſtitute a Charter; there muſt be ſome 


[The witneſs was ordered to attend on Monday next, 
and bring thoſe materials with him, which be 
made uſe of in drawing up the Charter. 

Q. Whether you ſingly drew. up the Charter, or 


drawing it up? wort Pont ms 5 
A. Mr. Sibthorpe and I, to the beſt of my recol- 
lection, drew it together. P22 
Q. He was concerned with you in drawing of it ? 
A. Yes, he was, 5 
Q. I think 
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O. I think you ſay, Sibthorpe and you together 
drew itt 5 5 
A. Yes, I think ſo. LE | 
Q Under the direction of Mr. Eden? 
Y > Cf Sed "he 
Qi You recolle& that was the caſe, do you ? 
A. Yes, perfectly. 3 9995 8 
Q. I ſuppoſe, after you had drawn this Charter, you 


delivered it to Mr. Eden for his peruſal ? 


A. It was laid before Mr. Eden for his peruſal. 
Q. When you laid it before him, did not you obſerve 
to him, that you had made theſe eſſential alterations? 
A. I cannot recolle&, whether I or Mr. Sibthorpe 
laid it before him. | 55 
© Q. Did Mr. Eden make any alterations? 
A. I cannot recollecr. 


Mr. IBBETSON again. 


In the hurry of looking over the Minutes at the bar, 88 
I did omit one which I ſhould have taken notice of; 


did mention to the Houſe, that there had been an 
application from the General Court to Parliament, 
for an act of Parliament to incorporate the Hoſpital, 
that did not take place; and, I find, upon looking 


over the Minutes, ſince 1 withdrew from the bar, that 


the draught of the Charter had been ſettled by the 
Attorney and Solicitor-General, with the addition of 
the ſecurity clauſe, was laid before the General Court, 


and that was on the loth of March, 1774. The 


Directors in their Memorial to that General Court 
ſay, thus: that having laid before the Attorney and 
Solicitor-General, a draught of a Charter of Incorpo · 
ration for the Hoſpital, &c. and having added, ac 
cording to their recommendation, a clauſe for the 
Treaſurer to give ſecurity, the reſolution of the 
General Court was, that they approved of the draught 
of the new Charter. 1 

Q. Who were preſent at that time? 


A. Lord Sandwich, Mr. Buller, Lord Palmerſton, 
Lords of the Admiralty, &c. &c. in the whole fifteen 


in number. . Wo 
Q. Was the Charter read paragraph by paragraph 
at the General Court? 5 
A. The draught of the Charter appears to have 
been read through; I recolle& very well, that the 
Charter itſelf was not read? | 
Q. You ſay it appears, that the draught was read 


through, it may be entered as read, it may appear ſo 
upon the books; but was you preſent at the General 


Court? | 


A. I don't recollect that it was not read 3 and 1 


am very well convinced, in my own mind, that the 
draught was read, but that the Charter itſelf was not 


read, any more than ſometimes as your Lordſhips 


bills are read, juſt the title of it. is | 
Q. Pleaſe to recollect, and will you take upon you 
to ſay that it was read ? C 
A. I think I can venture to ſay it, but I will not ſay 
it politively, but I have no reaſon to think that it was 
not read. 


Q. Do you take upon you to ſay poſitively that it 
was or was not ? | 


A. I believe it was read, I know nothing to the 
contrary. | 
Q. Whether it was not one of the points of buſi- 


neſs, upon which they met to conſider of this draught ? 


A. It was a part of the buſineſs of the day, it 


came in among other buſineſs. 


Q. Was this draught of the Charter, to the beſt 
of your knowledge, read to the General Court? 

A. To the beſt of my knowledge and belief, cer- 
tainly it was read. | . 

Q. Were any of theſe alterations between the Com- 


at that time ? | 

A. No, there was nothing pointed out in it, that I 
recollect. | | | | 

Was the Commiſſion produced at that Court, 
and read ? | | 


9 


A. No, it was not, nor any compariſon made be- 


tween them, n E 2 5 
QQ Did no member there take notice of any alte - 
ration between one and the otber??1?C? u 
A. Not that I recolle&; and I cannot ſee how they 
could, unleſs they had had them both before them ? 
Q. How ſoon did you obſerve, or was you ac- 
quainted with the alterations in the Charter? 
A. I never knew any thing of the alterations my- 


- ſelf in the Charter; I never compared it with the 


Commiſſion, I concluded it was properly ſettled, hav- 
ing gone through ſuch hands; till Mr. Baillie point- 


ed them out in his book, no other alteration than the 


ſecurity clauſe, that was an addition as it ſtands upon 
the books, as recommended to be inſerted, _ 
Mr. Tbbetſon withdrew, and the Houſe adjourned to 
[ Monday, | 


Mr. EVEREST, the Solicitor, called in. 


Q. Have you brought thoſe papers that were or- 
A . N 

A. I have. (Produces ſome papers.) 

Q. What are theſe papers? | 

A. The ſeveral draughts and copies of Charters, 
that I have been able to collect firice laſt Friday. 

Q Co you have been able to collect? 

. Yes. 


Q. When were thoſe draughts and apers made out? | 


A. The firſt was drawn by myſelf ; was, corrected, 
as I find afterwards, by Mr. Sibthorpe, who was 
then Joint Solicitor of the Hoſpital with me; a 
copy was made from that, and laid before Mr. Eden, 
and corrected by him after that; three copies were 
made, one for the Attorney-General, one for the 
Salicitor-General, and another for Mr. Eden, 

Q. Are thoſe all the papers that you have produced? 

A. I was going on, if the Committee will give 
me leave: the Attorney and Solicitor-General adviſed, 
by an opinion in writing at the end of one of them, 
that a clauſe ſhould be added for the Treaſurer to 

ive ſecurity ; this was laid before the Board of 

irectors, and they ordered the clauſe to be drawn 
accordingly a copy was then made for the Board, 
with the clauſe inſerted; I find, by the Minutes of 
the Board, that it was then laid before the Board, 
and they made alterations in it; from thence another 
copy was made for the General Court, and by them 
finally approved. „„ 

Q. Are theſe all the papers? 

A, I have not them all. 


Q. Are thoſe that you have been deſcribing, all the 


papers you have brought with you ? 
A. I will read their titles 

Q. Are they, or are they not, all you have brought 
with you? + N | h 

A. I have not brought all I have been deſcribing, 


| becauſe I could not find them all; what I have 


brought is the firſt draught which I drew myſelf, and 
which was corrected by Mr. Sibthorpe; that was 
afterwards corrected by Mr. Eden, and then the 


third draught was corrected by the Attorney and Soli- 


citor-General, and Mr. Eden. 


duce | | 

A. None, but what I have produced. 

Q. Have you ſearched into the Record-Room, 
and made any enquiry concerning theſe old papers 
and draughts you ſpoke of the other day? _ 

A. I have been into the Record-Room and ſearched 
there; I found that the papers were not there, but 
in my poſſeſſion, and I have now delivered them to 


your Lordſhips. | 
miſſion and Charter, pointed out to the General Court 


Q. Was there any other alterations ever made 
in the draught of the Charter, but thoſe you have 
mentioned ? | og OP 

77777§·Ü1w one EE 
Q. Did you ever converſe with any body elſe, 
but * that you have named, upon the drawing 

| V 
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| Q Have you any papers but what you have pro- 


tt» N 6 8 1 6 
or the Thafter, to my Lord Saridvith; of an of the 


Lords of the Admiralty ? 


* 


Q Nor receive any meſſage upon the ſubject from 
2 ü | ; "I # q 


es. if 

| Qi Mf. Ibberſon concerned in drawing up 
that Charter? 995 
A. Not by any means. 
What was the expence of the Charter? 
I have not taken that out. | 


9 


upon that account? 

A. Upon, account of the Charter? ß 

Q. Upon account of the expence of paſſing it? 

A. 1 am not prepared at preſent to atiſwer that 
queſtion, but I believe it was upwards of a thouſand 
pounds: if the Houſe have any wiſh to go into 
that, I will, upon another day, produce all the 
papers I can reſpecting that. „„ 

Q. When did you propoſe to 9 thoſe papers 
that belonged to the Record- Rm 

A. I had not fixed any time in my own mind 
about it; I really thought they were returned; it 


o 
7 


has been a long time ſince I have ſeen any thing of 


Q. Have you compared any of thoſe old papers 
fince you 2 here on Friday with the preſent 
Charter, to ſee whether the alterations in this new 
Charter are contained in theſe old papers? | 


A. Some of them are in the old Git of a 


Charter in George the Second's time, whi 
delivered to your Lordſhißs. 
Als that part contained in that old paper, which 
ive authority to the Lords of the Admiralty to fell 
the Hoſpital land? wo 

Q. That Charter never paſſed z did it? 

Fo (ond 1. | 


have 


The Auditir, Mr. EDEN, called im. 


G. Pleaſe to {ive the Compoittee an account of 
what you know relative to the paſſing the new Char- 
ter of Greenwich Hoſpital? | 

the Steward of the Hoſpital, failed for a conſiderable 
ſum of money; 1 believe about £.3500; I was at 


that time at the bar, and acted as Counſel for the 


Hoſpital; it was my duty to ſettle the form 'of 
recovering this money; I found, on looking into the 
matter, that it was very difficult to direct a mode 
of proſecution ; and alſo found, that if any fuch 
mode could be carried on, there were nv tneans of 
recovering, in caſe Mr. Fllis's circumſtances ſhould 
be found inſolvent ; for there had been nd ſecurity 
iven by him, or indeed any other pe 
with the money of the Hoſpital: it was my duty to 
repreſent this to the Board '6f 'Dire&tots ; and 1 
pointed ont to them, that they were directed under 
the Commiſſion, under Which we acted, to have a 
Charter. I knew that under that Charter it would 
be eaſy to guard againſt any ſuch inconvenience in 
future. The Board upon this directed that the 
matter ſhould be conſidered, I believe, by myſelf, 
and the then Attorney and Solicitor-General. It Was 
our wiſh fitſt of all, 1 believe, to have had this 
Charter paſſed in Parliament. It was moved in 
Parliament, but the anſwer was, you had better go 
to the uſual form for it through the Crown Officers; 
we don't wiſh it agitated here. 'The buſinefs of the 
Charter then Went on, and ſeveral meetings were 


had about it; I believe about this time, till in the 


month of March, 1772, that-I then gave inſtruc- 
tions to the Solicitors of the Hoſpital, Mr. Sibthorpe 
and Mr. Evereſt; Mr. Sibthorpe, very eminent in 
his profeſſion there, and a man we had full confi- 
dence in; Mr. Evereſt was then a very young min ; 
1 directed thein to prepare a'dranght for us to lobk 


Do you. know how much you have received 


Hoſpita 


[Mr Evergſt withdrew. 


A. In the beginning of the year 1772, Mr. Ellis, 


perſon, intruſted 
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at. They prepared a draught upon tlie ground of 
the Foundling Hoſpital's Charter and the. Cöm- 
miſſion, taking out as much of the Comumſſion as 
they thouglit applied for the benefit of the 'Holpiral , 
when it came to be put into the Charter, I did not 


know who prepared it, but I now underſtaud Mr. 


Evereſt did; Mr. Sibthorpe corrected it, and brought 
it ſo corrected to me. This don't carry me, I be. 
lieve, later down than the month of March; I made 


ſome corrections, which I underſtand are now be- 


fore the Houſe, and which may be ſeen; in making 
thoſe corrections, I ſhould not have thought ir nece: 
ſary to have retiined a ſingle fyllable of the Com- 
miſſion, if I could have ſuggeſted” better words; F 
believe, however, it ſo happened, that in general 
the expreſſions of the old Commiſſion ate retained, 
as far as they were proper to be retained. There were 
ſeveral other things occurred in ſettling that Charter, 
which feemed material to be attended to for the 
benefit of the Hoſpital, Hitherto we had a conſi- 
derable eſtabliſhmeit for the benefit of the boys who 
were ſons of ſeamen. Thar eſtabliſhment” had not 
been regulatly put under the eſtabliſſiment of the 
; it aroſe from, and was ſupported by, fome 
contingent ſums. The boys go off in three years 
tolerably compleated in their education. This was 
grown fo conſiderable an eſtabliſhment, that it ſeemed 
material to ſubject that to a General Court, and the 
general form that goes through the reſt of the regu- 
lar buſineſs that is inferted in the Charter, not in the 
former Commiſſion ; ſo all the ſecurity clauſes of thoſe 
that have the Hofpital money paſs through rheir hands, 
were ſubmitted for the opinion of the Attorney and 


 Solicitor-General, and they gave their opinion that it 


was neceſſary to inſert ſuch a clauſe : that is a conſi- 
derable benefit to the Hoſpital, as at all times there is 


at leaſt 4. 50, ooo or £:60,000 in circulation, for which 
the Hoſpital before had no ſecurity, and for which it 


now has a full ſecuriry. There were ſome provi- 
ſions put into the Charter about the power of alter- 
ing and diſpoſing of the Hoſpital's lands, which I 
hear has drawn ſome attention. As far as I can re- 
collect of the matter, I apprehend that nb ſuch 
power of aliening or diſpoſing of any thing is given 
by theſe words: I conceive them to be mere words 

form, ſo far as relates to any poſſibility of im- 
pairing the property of the Hoſpital : I conceive that 
every purchaſer takes, ſubject to that truſt, and at 
his own peril; fo far as thoſe words give a power of 
purchafing, I don't know, I rather apprehend they 


do not; tor in caſes ſubſequent, I underſtand it has 


been found neceſſary to have ſpecial licences from 
the Crown to make thoſe purchaſes ; and in regard 
to exchanges, it happened two years ago, when there 
was an exchange, and then it was found neceſfary to 
paſs an Act for that purpoſe, which Act actually 


paſſed. _ | vi 

I have not looked into the thing, becauſe the 
Houfe did not give.me notice that 1 was to be ſum- 
moned here; I heard it by accident; I have not had 
much time to look into it; but, I believe, that up- 
on looking into the Acts, which veſt the Derwent- 


water eſtates in the Hoſpital, it will be found, 


that no Charter of the King's alone can turn and 
affect that, excluſive of the nature of the truſt, by 
which any purchaſer might be ſubject to the truſt; 
I don't at this moment recollect any other variations 
m the Charter. There is an omiſſion, which has 
been taken notice of: The General Courts recom- 
mending the perſons proper to be admitted; the 
words that were in the old Commiſſion were, I be- 
lieve, pretty nearly theſe, that the Commiſſioners, 
meaning the General Court, ſhall recommend to the 
Board of Admitalty to appoint officers neceſſary for 
che Hoſpital. Now I can only ſuppoſe what 1 did 


then think; by what I think now upon it, it can only 


have one bf two meanings, either that I mult have 
thought at that time, that the Commiſſioners were 
meant to recommend the perſons,” fo that they muſt 
be appointed; in which cale I ſhould have had no 

| N heſitation, 
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heſitation of ſtriking it out, becauſe I am clearly of 
opinion, it is a much better truſt to be in the hands 
of the Board of Admiralty, who muſt know the 


merits of ſeamen who have ſerved, than in the hands 


of perſons very reſpectable in life, but not ſeamen. 
I underſtand this is an old clauſe, from the firſt in- 
ſlitution of the Hoſpital; and I conceive that the 
words meant, that the Commiſſioners ſhould recom- 


mend all officers neceſſary to be appointed; ſo many 


Captains, ſo many Lieutenants, and ſo on; but that 
the Board of Admiralty are to name the particular 
Captains and Lieutenants, There is a clauſe too, 

iving the Admiralty power to diſplace. Now, as 
1 as that addition goes, I believe, it reſtrains the 
power of the Admiralty: the Admiralty uſed to 
appoint, and do now, indeed, till further order; 
what 1 muſt have thought was this, that this is ra- 
ther a hard tenure upon an old officer in the Hoſpital, 
that he ſhould. hold it during the will of the Board 


of Admiralty, whatever his behaviour was; there- 


fore, I inſerted, I think, they ſhould have power to 


diſplace for miſbehaviour. There were ſome other 


words, that the revenue of the Hoſpital ſhould be 


applied to the purpoſes of the charity, and no other 


purpoſes whatever; I don't recollect (it will appear) 
whether I ſcratched out the words; if I did, I am 


not aſhamed of it, becauſe they are words that mean 


nothing; and, at this inſtant, if applied to any pur- 
poſes, except the purpoſes of the charity, they are 
puniſhable. I don't know whether I have anſwered 
the noble Lord's queſtion, but I don't recollect any 
thing more at preſent. „ 
Q. Whether the Commitee is to underſtand from 
what you have ſaid, that theſe ſeveral alterations in 
the Charter were made by yourſelf? ???? 
A. Upon my word that is a very hard queſtion to 
anſwer; I have not ſeen the paper, except caſting 
my eyes upon them in the bundle; I have not ſeen 
them to examine them, therefore I cannot tell; at the 


- diſtance of ſeven years, it is impoſſible for me to 
know. If any body will take the trouble to examine 


them, my hand-writing is very eaſy to be ſeen, 
whether I altered them or no; 1 apprehend I am re- 
ſponſible for every word that is in this Charter. 

Q. I don't mean whether you are anſwerable for 
it or not; but I want to know the fact, whether you 
made the alterations or not; if you wiſh to ſatisfy 


yourſelf, by looking into the draught that is laid 
before the Houſe, that may eaſily be handed up to 


you, to refreſh your memory? 

A. If you will pleaſe to let me ſee the draught, 

Iwill tell your Lordſhips. ALL. 
(The draught is handed to My. Eden.) 

Mr. Eden. I certainly did not alter every thing, 
becauſe I ſee in the Attorney-General's brief, there 
are ſome paſſages that are altered. 8 

Q. Pleaſe to look at the alterations, one by one, 
and acquaint the Committee of what you have altered? 

A. In my brief, there does not happen to be one 
alteration, which I am ſurprized at; but, I believe, 
the reaſon was, I had quitted the Bar before it was 
brought ro me. . | 75 


Q. Then, from thence, are we to underſtand, 
that none of the alterations were made by you? 

A. 1 am afraid to ſay that, becauſe the Solicitor's 
having free acceſs to me, many things that may ap- 


Pear to be altered, might be by their aſking, and my 


tugeeſting alterations: I ſhould mention, that there 
appears to be a great delay in this buſineſs; it was 
ſtated in the beginning of the year 1772, and was 
not compleated till the end of the year 1775; in the 
courſe of that time it was reviſed very repeatedly by 
different perſons; and was, I believe, a long time 
before the Attorney and Solicitor- General; they had 
too much buſineſs to give it out of their hands, but 


at laſt it did come, though 1 have ſent for their 


report upon it; it was brought to me from the Se- 

cretary of State's office, and I have it here, if the 

'Houle wiſh to ſee it. | | | 
(I is banded up to the table.) 
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Q. There were ſome other perſons conſulted in 
this Charter, I believe; who were theſe perſons? I 
underſtood you to ſay, it was laid before the Attorney 
and Soliciror-General, and ſome other. perſons? .. 
A. I am miſunderſtood, I am afraid; I don't re- 
collect any other perſons, except Mr. Sibthorpe, the 
Solicitor of the Hoſpital; I did not mean to ſay fo. 
Q. Can you recollect that particular circumſtance, 
of the recommendation being taken from the General 
Court, having been NN and diſcuſſed between 
you and any other perſon? 2 . 99 


A. No, I do not indeed; it is very difficult, vpon 


the ſhort notice IJ have had, to have any recollection 


of theſe particulars. I don't know how it happened, 


but 1 had not that attention ſhewn. me which: is 
uſual; for I had not any notice of it, till I went 
into the Houſe of Commons to-day; and if I had 
not been very much diſpoſed to it, I ſhould not 
have attended, for the Houſe would have interpoſed 
reſpecting it. £ | e 

Q. You have ſaid, I think, that you look upon 
yourſelf as anſwerable for all theſe alterations, whe- 
ther you made them or not, as the draught was laid 
before you ? Do you think that a proper alteration 


for the recommendation being made to the Board 


of Admiralty, from the General Court? you ſaid, 


that the Board of Admiralty were much better judges 


of the merit of ſeamen; that though the General 


Court conſiſted of very reſpectable perſons, yet they 
were not ſeamen, Had you it in contemplation, 


that the General Court confiſted of all the flag- 
officers? 109 e ho 


A. I conceive that the ſeamen have the beſt _ | 


dians of their merits at the Board of Admiralty z 
but there is another objection, which is a very for- 
cible one; that is, that the General Court meet at 


very uncertain times, ſometimes at ſix or ſeven 
months diſtance. Now ſuppoſe a Captain in Green- 


wich Hoſpital dies. 155 155 
Q. The General Court were directed to aſſemble 
four times a year, by the Commiſſion; by this 
Charter, which you have taken upon you to anſwer 
for, they are directed to aſſemble twice a year; but, 


I believe, they can at any time aſſemble a Court? 


A. The Charter directs them to aſſemble twice a 


year; before, they were directed to aſſemble four 
times a year; but many things broke through that, 


and they could not meet upon it. | 
Q. As you don't recollect at all any one of the 
alterations, can you take upon you to ſay, whether 
they were of your recommending or putting in? 
A. I believe, if they were gone through ſingly, 
many, I ſhould vouch for very readily, to the beſt 
of my belief. Ren 2 | 


me, the draught in the hand-writing. of the 
lier? | | 
A. It is. a 
QQ. Was that draught the firſt you ever ſaw of this 
buſineſs; had you converſed with the Solicitor, or 
any other perſon, upon the ſubject, before you ſaw 
the draught ? | | 
A. At that time muſt have converſed very fre- 
quently, becauſe I was much at Greenwich, and at- 
tended the Board very frequently, and muſt, as I 
ſaw the Solicitor there, converſe with him frequently. 
Q. Then, I ſhould preſume, you can recollect 


wherher you was the adviſer, or any other perſon, 


of thoſe alterations? | | 
A. I ſhould preſume I was the adviſer, as I was 


much more acquainted with the ſubje& than the, 


Attorney or Solicitor-General were, and they being 
much more employed than I was in other matters. 
Qi. You ſtill ſeem to think, that all theſe altera- 
tions might ſpring originally from yourſelf ? _ 

A. I think, in the nature of the buſineſs, they 
muſt have ſprung from myſelf; I think it was more 
likely the Solicitor would have conſulted me about 
them, than have taken it upon himſelf, as I was 
always attentive to it, | 


Q. Then 
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Q. The draught you have been looking at, is, 1 
pre f 
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* Q. Then it was of your own ſuggeſtion, to take 
the power from the General Court, and give it to 
the Admiralty ? It... 
A. I don't think that is done by the Charter. 

Q. I will read the words of the Commiſſion to 
you (reads them) ** And we do hereby impower and 
<« direct you, our ſaid Commiſfioners, or any ſeven 
« or more of you, to recommend to our Commiſ- 
* fioners for executing the office of High Admiral 
% how, and for the time being; or our High Ad- 
i miral for the time being, to appoint, from time 
« to time, all officers neceſſary to be employed in 


« and for the ſaid Hoſpital; and we do hereby im- 


« power our Commiſſicners for executing the office 
« of High Admiral: now, and for the time being, 
to appoint all ſuch officers accordingly, except the 
„Governor and Treaſurer of the faid . Hoſpital, 
« provided, that for the future, all fuch perſons to 
. be ſo recommended and admitted into the ſaid 
„ Hoſpital, as the officers of the Houſe, or otherwiſe, 
ebe ſeafaring men, &c. &c.“ Theſe are the words of 
the Commiſſion. Do theſe words import, or do 
they not, that the General Court have the power of 
recommending all their officers? e 
A. I don't know what I thought then, but I now 
think, that thoſe words do merely mean only this, 
that the General Court was to recommend the 


officers neceſſary, that it was to recommend the eſta- 


bliſhment of the Hoſpital z becauſe, I believe, that 
the clauſe will be found in the original Charter, be- 
fore there was any eſtabliſhment at all; that is to 
ſay, that there ſhould be jo many Captains, ſo many 


Boatſwains, &c. and that then the Admiralty was to 
fill them up, by inſerting proper officers, thoſe - 


officers being ſeamen. 


Q. The Commiſſion ſays, that the General Court 
are to recommend, and the Admiralty /o appoint ac- 


cordingly, as they are recommended. Now the recom- 
mendation, ſuch as it is, is totally. omitted here. 
J deſire to know, whether that omiſſion of the re- 
commendation is of your doing and adviſing, or 
whether it came from any other quarter? 
A. It certainly muſt be of my doing, or of my 
approving. —- : Ez | 
Q. And from no other quarter whatever? | 
A. No; excepting the Solicitor of the Hoſpual, 
I don't know that ever I conſulted any perſon in my 
life; and, if it is an alluſion, that I conſulted with 
the Admiralty, I muſt ſay, very ſolemnly, that I 


don't believe that the Admiralty knew of this thing 


till it was in a great degree of completion; I believe 
the Charter was verbatim, as it now ſtands, before 
the Admiralty knew of it; and, I believe, there are 
Minutes in the poſſeſſion of the Admiralty, if they 
chuſe to look to them, that will prove that. 
Q. I underſtood Mr. Evereſt, the other day, that 


he took thoſe alterations from certain old papers, 


from former Charters? 

A. Here is a draught of a Charter, I believe in 
the year 1720. EDS | 

Q. Are any of theſe alterations ſuggeſted in this 
Charter ? 155 ; 
A. I believe, if it is looked at, it will not be 
found, that this Charter, though drawn. by able 
men at the time, followed a ſingle word of the ex- 
iſting Commiſſion at the time; I believe the perſons 
that drew it did not think it neceſſary to adhere to 
the old Charter, but to draw a good Charter fro 
them, for which they would be an{werable. - 

Q. If I underſtood you right, you ſaid, and re- 

ated it juſt now, that in drawing the new Charter, 
you did not feel yourſelf bound, or limitted in any 
reſpect, by the Commiſſion? 0 

A. I certainly meant to draw as good a Charter 
for the Hoſpital, as J could draw. 


Q. Then the Charter you looked upon as tanta- 


mount to a new conſtitution of Greenwich Hoſpital? 

A. I looked upon it, as the inſtrument which was 
to give further powers, that were found in the Com- 
miſſion to be wanting, and to draw every thing 
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ſibly be done under that inſtrument. 5 | 
Q. Did you feel yourſelf, in that ſituation, war- 


elſe for the benefit of the. Hoſpital that could pdf. 


ranted in drawing and forming a new.conſtitution for 


Greenwich Hoſpital, without conſulting any of the 
King's Miniſters whatever, and particularly thoſe at 
the head of the naval affairs? W Ih 

A. I don't feel that I did draw a new conſtitution, 


only that I was drawing improvements to what was 


exiſting before, and ſome eſſentially neceflary, _ 
Q. Did you, or did you not, in reſpect to theſe 
improvements, take the opinion of any perſon in 
the King's Council ? TE | 
A. I ſolemnly declare I did not. 1 
Q. I ſhall be glad to aſk you a queſtion, which 
ſeems a weighty one: you ſaid, that you thought 
yourſelf reſponſible for the alterations in the draught 
of the Charter, though the alterations ſhould not be 
found in your hand writing, Now I aſk whether 
you do not think you was exonerated from that 
reſponſibility, from the moment you laid the draught 
of that Charter before the Attorney and Solicitor- 
General, and had their approbation of it ? 
A. I certainly ſhall be very glad to ſhare any 
criminality with the then Attorney and Solicitor- 
General. 95 5 | 
Q. In what year was 
Greenwich Hoſpital? _ 
A. In March, 1771. 
Q. Who did you ſucceed ? 
A. The preſent Lord Chancellor. 
Q. What do you look upon to be your duty as 
Auditor of Greenwich Hoſpital ? „ 
A. To audit the accounts, after a manner pre- 
ſeribed by the conſtitution of Greenwich Hoſpital; 
there is a book recites that. | 
Q. Do you not, at your firſt appointment, look 
upon yourſelf as Council for Greenwich Hoſpital ? | 
A. As that office always uſed to be filled by a 
Barriſter, it was a mark of attention in appointing 
me, I then being a Barriſter; when I diſcontinued 
being a Barriſter, I gave up every paper reſpecting 
the Hoſpital, | | _ 
Was not you a Director at firſt ? 
A. I was, two or three months. 
Q. How? | 
A. I was a DireQor by warrant. . 
Q. Are you now? | 
Ae Ide ” 
Q. How? 5 re, 2 | 
A. Ex officio-—Before I was 2 Auditor. 
and perſonally Director; at preſent, I am Auditor 
and ex officio Director: if I ceaſe to be Auditor, 
I ceaſe to be Director, before I had warrants by name 
from the Admiralty. | | 
Q. Who laid the new Charter before the Attorney 
and Solicitor-General, or by whoſe directions was it 


you appointed Auditor of 


laid before them? | 


A. I fancy it was by the direction of the Board. 
If the Minutes of the Board are called for, I fancy 
it will be found, that the draught of the Charter 
being produced, it was ordered to he laid before the 
Attorney and Solicitor-General. | 1 

Q. Whether there was any particular opinion, 
ſtated in writing, to the Attorney and Solicitor- 


General, or the copy of the Commiſſion laid before 


the Attorney and Solicitor-General to be compared. 
Was any opinion aſked ? „ 5 
A. The Charter recites that Commiſſion; I ap- 
hend the Commiſſion was laid before them; but 
if not, I take it for granted, the Attorney and Soli- 
citor- General muſt have examined it at the time, 
becauſe it is recited in the draught of the Charter. 
Q. Then a particular opinion was deſired of any 
particular fact? 1 | 
A. No; I apprehend all that was done, was giv- 
ing this paper to their clerks, which is a draught of 


the Charter, and which they have ſigned at the bot- 


tom, after making any alterations that they had 
thought neceſſary. 
Q. How 


* * 3 * 
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Q How long was che Charter laid before. the At. 
torney and Solicitor-General, before it was returned 


to you? „ 13} F 1 9. 4 1 
A. Ic was never to be returned to me; I was not the 
Solicitor for the Charter, it was laid before me in the 
ſame manner as it was laid before them. When 1 
quitted the Bar, I gave back my brief, and they hav- 
ing other occupations, I believe did not give it back 
till March, 17731 1 know e that, as a Director of 
the Hoſpital, 1 believe it was returned by them in the 
Spring following; ther ſeveral difficulties and delays 
aroſe ; I believe, about the quantum of ſecurity to be 
given by perſons havingy the Hoſpitals money; that 
carried it on, I believe, till the end of the year 1775, 
before the whole buſineſs/was arranged and ſettled. 
| Q. You ſay, you are anſwerable for all that is left 
out. In the appointment, in and for Greenwich 
Hoſpital to be ſeafaring men, why was the word for 
II Hour 1979 oor og mull tg 
A. I did not know that it was left out, I don't 
know now that it is left ot. 
All the Officers of the Houſe, or otherwiſe, to 
be ſeafaring men, Why are the words or otherwiſe 
e 21518 8 Oonruo nels wid, Þ A 
A. I ſhould rather venture to riſk the ſaying, it 
was not inſerted in any-draught that was laid before 
me; I will venture to ſay, I ſhould not have put it 
into any draught, and will venture to ſay, I ſhould 


not have ſtruck it out. I forgot to mention there 


was an Act of Parliament paſſed, in regard to the 
landed eſtate, a year after this Charter, which takes 
 otice ofthe Derek ee ade hell, 
Q. I undeiſtood you, that the motives of the new 
Charter was to veſt the landed eſtates,: and give a 


power to buy and ſell landed eſtates. 


As. No, by no means, the great motives: of the 
new Charter were, to enable the Hoſpital to act in 
all thoſe capacities that it was neceſſary a Corporation 
ſhould act in; becauſe, it was before neceſſary to 
make every Member of the Hoſpital a party in civil 
ſoits. Another great motive was, to give tle Hoſpi- 
tal a ſecurity for their money. Another was the caſe 
Q: The other alterations of the Charter were made 
by the Solicitor, which you did not attend to? 
A. I cannot quite ſay ſo, becauſe my own hand js 
-before the Houſe and may prove againſt me, but I 
rather Helieve it is fo. cl i. 
Q. Was the Charter confirmed by Act of Par- 
liament ? e COOLS 
A. Not ſtrictly, but there is an Act to veſt the 
eſtates, which were prior to the Charter, and by 
Charter were ſtrictly veſted by two Acts of George 
the Second. There is an Act, a year aſter this Char- 
ter, which veſts them out of the King into the Com 
miſſioners, purſuant to Charter, and which recites this 
Charter at that time. 3 TY 1 - 
Q. It appears, by the Records, that this matter of 
Chatter had been in agitation ſeveral times formerly ? 
A. I believe from the beginning of the century. I 
believe there are draughts of Charters as old as 1920, 
bur all that time the Hoſpital was in a fluctuating, 
unſettled body, and rather preſſed for ſupports, and 
not in the magnitude that I found it. ela 
Q. You take that to be the reaſon, when draughts 
were made, that rhe. Hoſpital's revenues were not 
fr ITT a3 10 loop. 
A. I believe, when the Hoſpital grew to this mag- 
nitude, that the neceſſity of getting a Charter was 
felt; and it was a work of ſome time, and great 
trouble, to get it through the ſeveral Offices. 
Q. What part of thè eſtabliſnment of Greenwich 
Hoſpital do you mean, that has not been ſettled till 
within this two or three years? FIT 9 155 
A. I believe additional Captains and Lieutenants, 
and men, and many Officers to attend thoſe men. All 
the buſineſs of the management of the Derwentwater 
Eſtate is a very modern ſtory, and was never ſettled, 
in the manner it is now, till 1749. 8 
5 | (Mr. Eden withdrew. 
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Q Pleaſe to give an account to the Committee of 
what. you know relative to the new Charter of Green- 
r 
A. About the beginning of the year 1772 or 73, 
Jam not quite poſitive. as to the time this circum- 
ſtance happened in the Hoſpital, I was at that time, 
with Mr. Evereſt, joint Solicitor of the Hoſpital; 
'Lieutenant-Governor Boys, when I was attending at 
the Board, I believe it was March 1772, Lieutenant- 
Governor Boys was in the Chair, at the head of the 
Board, the Solicitor was ordered to be called in, and 
1 went in, meet 5 7 : | 
// / 
„A. The Board of Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
at the Hoſpital. The Lieutenant-Governor ſaid to me, 
Mr. Ellis, Sir, is gone away with the Hoſpital's money. 


I ſaid; I had heard ſo. Then, Sir, ſaid he, you muſt 


contrive to get it. I ſaid I thought that was impoſ- 
ſible, as the Hoſpital was then circumſtanced : I afk- 
ed Mr. Boys how it was to be done. Sir, faid he, it 
- muſt be done, I anſwered, that might. be very well 
in his idea, but jt was not poſſible, in my opinion 
for that there ſeemed to be no mode of getting at this 
money, but by filing à Bill or Information, in the 
name of the Attorney-General, at the relation of the 
Governor of the Hoſpital, againſt Mr. Ellis for an 
account, and that before that buſineſs could be got to 
perfection, Mr. Ellis would be gone. There did not 
appear to me to be any ſhorter way, as no perſon 
- whatever could poſſibly ſwear that Mr. Ellis was in- 
debted to him, or to a rope of ſand, for ſo [ called the 
Hoſpital; at that time, it not being incorporated. I 
was then directed, as Solicitor, with Mr, Evercſt, to 
take the opinion of Mr. Eden; and I believe too of 
the Attorney-General, as to the proper mode of pro- 
ceeding againſt. Ellis. Some of the Directors ſeemed 
to be ſtruck with what J ſaid, and thought it might 
be neceſſary to have, further powers veſted in them, 
and that there ſhould be a Charter, and that gave riſe 
to this Charter in a very ſhort. time _ perhaps 
even at the ſame Board; but, in a very ſhort time 
after, the Board of Directors came to a reſolution that 
a Charter ſkould be applied for in the common courſe 
of buſineſs: When the minutes were brought to the 
Solicitor, the buſineſs was ſet about; Mr. Evereſt 
drew the firſt draught and brought it to me, he hay- 
ing, I believe, under my directions, applied for and 


got the Charter for incorporating the Foundling Hoſl- 


pital; and took that, in ſome degree, as a mode for the 
words; of courſe, after he had made his firſt draught, 
he brought that draught to me, in which I made ſeve- 
ral alterations, and after I had made thoſe alterations, 


that draught was copyed and laid before Mr. Eden: 


Mr. Eden, I think, J am pretty ſure too, made ſome 
ſmall alterations in the draught ſo laid before him; 
and alſo drew out a paper in which he. preſcribed 
other alterations, and, in purſuance of which direc- 
tion from Mr. Eden, I did, in that draught, make 
more alterations than I had in the former draught; 
my Lords. The matters being in that ſtate, Mr. 
Eden returned the draught, and ſaid, that he thought 
it was a proper draught; and then, I take it, that the 
draught itſelf was copied and laid before the then Attor- 


ney-General, another copy was made for che Solicitor- 


General, and a third copy for Mr. Eden, with intent 
that they ſhould meet together in conſultation, and 
ſettle the Charter as it ought to be. After the buſi- 
neſs was got into that ſtage, there was a meeting be- 
tween the then Attorney and Solicitor-General, and 
Mr. Eden, at which I was preſent. I think, and am 
pretty certain too, though I have not had any con- 
nection with the Hoſpital for about three years paſt, 


therefore if I etc it may be eaſily allowed me, that | 


there were ſome alterations made in the copy, which 
Mr. Wedderbarne had as his copy; there was a di- 
rection alſa at che bottom of one of theſe copies, ſign- 
E A 
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| Fe by 3 Attorney-General, and Mr. Wedder- 


burne, directing the ſecurity clauſe to be added to it; 
that clauſe was alſo drawn, and they approved it, In 
the courſe of this buſineſs the Charter, or draught of 
the Charter at leaſt, was laid before the Board of Di- 
rectors, I think more than onbe; it was, towards che 
cloſe of the buſineſs, laid before the General Court, 
and it was at that time, and I believe the only time, 


that 1 was ever called into the General Court to be 


aſked a queſtion reſpecking that Charter, I had ex- 
preſſed my doubts what the ſtile of the Hoſpital 
ſhould be; I thought the word Commilſioner was not 
a proper ane, \becauſe it was a Charter, and not a 
very proper one, there being another Governor, or a 
particular Officer called a Governor: I thought the 
word Guardian, which 1 believe is part of the title of 
Foundling Hoſpital, an improper thing. Having 
ſignified theſe doubts, I was called into a General 
Court of Admiralty, at the head of which Board 
Lord Sandwich was, and having been aſked, I am not 
ſure by whom, I chink Mr. Stephens, what 1 had to 
ſay reſpecting the title? I made nearly the ſame obſet- 
vations then that J have now. Lord Sandwich aid, 
it did not ſeem to fignify one farthing what they were 
called, ſo that they were incorporated by ſome title, 
upon which I withdrew. Theſe are the general out- 
lines of what IJ have had to do, in reſpect of this 
Charter. It was my duty, after the buſineſs had been 
gone through at the Admiralty, being older and hav- 
ing had more experience than Mr. Evereſt, to con- 
duct the matter, more eſpecially as I lived in town 
and he at Greenwich, and I profecuted the Charter 
till it got under the Great Seal; and, TI think, the 
firſt Saturday, or perhaps the ſecond, in December, 
1775, I carried the Charter to the Hoſpital, and 
ſhould ever do, if I lived an hundred years. 
Q. Whether you recolle& which were the altera- 
tions that were made by yourſelf, before it was ſent 
to the Attorney and Solicitor-General, and Mr. Eden, 
and which were made by thoſe Gentlemen afterwards? 
A. I cannot fay as to the purport of them now, if I 
had the papers, I believe I could point them out. 
Q. Are they the papers which are before the 
32233 = Ds ELLA e 
A. I believe they are. Cn, 
(Some papers ſhewn the witneſs.) 


thought that T had done the moſt noble act that I 


This is the draught as firſt prepared by Mr. Eve- 


reſt, and brought hy him to me; the alterations made 
are in my hand writing, and are numerous. 


Q. I don't mean to give you the trouble of men- 


tioning every verbal alteration you have made, but to 


particular points; the firſt is, the omitting the power 
to the General Court, and giving it to the Admiralty; 


the ſecond, the power of removal in the Admiralty; 


the third, the appropriation of theſe monies for the 
uſes of the Hoſpital; the fourth is, the power of 
ſelling ? 8 •öiñl 

A. As to one of theſe 
firſt draught, as it originally ſtood, were thoſe, And 
that the ſaid Governor, and Deputy-Governor, and 
the Treaſurer now and for the time being, do aſſiſt, 
at all meetings, the faid Commiſſioners and Gover- 
nors, or the Directors, of the ſaid Hoſpital hereafter 

mentioned; and we do hereby empower our ſaid 
Commiſſioners, or any ſeven or more of them, to re- 
commend to our Commiſſioner for execating the 
Office of High Admiral, now and for the time being, 
_ our High Admiral, for the time being, or as they may 
be, to appoint, from time to time, all Officers necel- 
fary to be employed in and for the ſaid Hoſpital. 
Theſe words were in this draught, when Mr. Evereſt 
firſt drew it and brought it to me. a 

Q. Is the word accordingly there ? SEEN, 

A. No, I altered it in this way, And we do here- 
by empowet the Members of this Corporation, or any 
ſeven or more of them, ſo aſſembled in a General 
Court, to recommend to our High Admiral, for the 
time being, or our Commiſſioners for executing the 


was of dür own motion, or from inſtructions from 


Commiſſion: I thought the word Governor not a 


in all its parts, as far as my judgment ſhould extend. 


by that power in the General Court, 
ſince what I heard · paſſed from Mr. Eden, that there 


ſineſs of the Hoſpital, General Courts were very un- 


A. I don't ſay they n but that I did not 


pointment of Officers. FVV 3 
Q. Had you any reaſon to think that they had 


than that the General Courts were held ſo ſeldom, 


eſtions, the words of this 


Eden's; and theſe words are underlined, after the 


Hoſpital, provided that all' ſuch perſons to be ad- 
mitted into the ſaid Hoſpital, as the Officers of the 


provided that all ſuch Officers to be employed in the 
ſaid Office are ſeafaring men. Theſe words are my 
writing, in purſuance of Mr. Eden's directions. 


ot bertuiſe? 5 


Office of High Admiral, now and for the time be- 
ing, to appeot, from time to. time, all Officer 8 neceſ- 
ſary to be employed in and for the ſaid Hoſpital, 
And it appears by this draught, that upon recon. 
ſidering that clauſe, 1 ſtruck it wholly. gur. 
Q. Will you be pleaſed to recollect, - whether it : 


any body elſe; that you did ſtrike that clauſe. out? 
A. It was either from my gn motion, or conjunc- 
tion wn Mr. Evereſt, in conſidering the matter again, 
and not from any perſon whatever, except himſelf 
and me, that that alteration was made ſo. 
Q. What might be your reaſon for ſtriking of that 


ours 7165 7 V%V%%%%%% 

A. I cannot poſſibly ſay what my reaſon was, but 1 
am vell convinced in my mind, that at the time I 
did it, I had good reaſon for ſo doing; for 1 had no 
wiſh whatever to do any thing but prepare ſuch a 
Charter as ſhould be for the benefit of the Hoſpilal, 


Q. Do you recollect any abùſe that had been made, 
3 Bene rt, that made you 
think it neceſſary to ſtrike it out: 


A. I have endeavoured a great deal to recollect 
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was any ſuch power practiſed by the General Court, 
but during the time 1 had the management of the bu- 


frequent; four, five, even tornine months kave elap- 
ſed, from one General Court to another. 
Q. Had you any information from any body, 
that the General Court had not made uſe of that 
Q Upon what ground do you ſay they had not 
mad ud irt: 52s 2ies ds PP | 


A 


know they had. I had nothing to do with the ap- 


not made uſe of that power? N 
A. I rather think I had no particular reaſon, more 


there ſeemed no neceſſity to continue that power; 
that it might be injurious to the Hoſpital, if the 
Officers ſhould be delayed nine or ten months. 
QQ. Was there not a power for the Admiralty to 
call General Courts when they thought proper. 

A. I do not recollect that, I have not 
Commiſſion theſe three years. | 7 

Q. The other alterations were the additional power 
given of 4 diſplacing or removal? © 

A. That was an alteration in purſuance of Mr. 
Eden's direction, this draught having been copied 
from my alterations by my ſon; this is that copy. 
Mr. Eden when he looked through it, has made 
marks in the margin; and upon looſe paper, gave 
his thoughts reſpecting what alterations ſhould 
made in ſuch and ſuch places; he has alſo made 
ſeveral other trivial alterations in the draught as he 
goes on; in this draft, folio ſeven, there is ſomething 
which I am well convinced in my mind is Mr. 


ſeen the 


words except the Governors and Treaſurer of the ſaid 


Houſe, or otherwiſe be fea faring men, or ſuch 
who have loſt their limbs, down to the words, or 
otherwiſe, are underlined ; and in conſequence this al- 
teration was made, except the Governor and Trea- 
ſurer thereof, and to diſplace, remove or ſuſpend 
any ſuch Officer or Officers for his or their miſbe- 
haviour, and to appoint: any ſuch Officer or Officers 
in the room of him and them ſo diſplaced or removed, 


Q. Do you know what were the reaſons in Mr. 
Eden's directions, for leaving out the words or 
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A. That will appear” F1 bellere upon that paper of 


* Eden's writing "Fae 0 144 . 


(7. The Paper 12) e 


In the power given to vacate ahi e "Offices; 34 | 


to alter the (alaries; that is all upon a repreſentatton of 
the General Court upon Mr. Eden's plan, how' came 
it to be different from that in the Charter? 
A. I habe no doubt, but theſe words as they land 
in this draught ſo inſerted, were ſhewn to Mr. Eden 
after they were ſo inſerted, and that he approved them, 
the words are theſe: And” we do hereby autho- 
„ rize and empower our Fiigh Admiral for the 
* time being, and. Commiſli oners, &c. to appoint. 
« all Officets, neceſſary to be employed in, aud for 
« the ſaid. Hoff tal, except the Governor and Trea- 
« ſurer thereof, and to diſplace, &c. ““ 

Q. With regard to the other two alterations, che 


leaving out theſe words in the Charter, that ſay, 


all monies hall be applied TY to the uſe 4 the 


ſaid Hoſpital. 


A.I believe they were left out, as | being'th6ught 


wholly unneceſſary, for the inſerting them would 


have no kind of effect, more than the law would have | 
on thoſe. who cook the money. N eme 
Q, Ae the powerof ſelling; bg put that in 


1 look upon it ſo much is I know of Charters | 


hat the Charter would'be incompleat, unleſs ſuch a 
power were inſerted, though perhaps it cen not be 
effectual to enable the Corporation ro fell. * 9 ke 

„What 1 want, is to know who was ts ion 
char inſerted that, and was it'in the original dranghr, as 


ſent to you by Mr. Evereſt : 50 


A. They were in the firſt draught. 

Q. So that they are inſerted by Mr, Evereſt originally ? 

A. TE: -- | 

Q. Has.there always been, a Joint Soliciror, * was 
it peculiar to that time? 

A. I have heard this M. Radley, wy Mr. 
Evereſt's father were joint, but I don't know it of my 
own knowledge; I did not know Mr. Radley : 

Q. The powers, as I underſtand you, for Foarning 
this new Charter, were not given you at à General 
Court, but by Licutenant-C eneral Boys, at a Court 
of Directors. 

A. No, by the Minute & the Board, not t by the 
directions of any one man; I think the Minute of 
the Board of Directors, but I am not ſure whether it 
was that, or the Minute of a General Court; I rather 


think the Minute of a Board of Directors. 2 8 


. Where was it held? 
A. The General Court always at the Admivalty, 
the Board of Directors is held generally, but not 
univerſally, at Greenwich, or Salters Hall. 


Q. Then you can certainly recollect. whether you | 


power came from the PRE Court, or f Board of 


Directors? 


A. I cannot ſay thac 

Q. Had you powers in writing? 

A. We had, for we never did any thing wichour 
power in writing. 

2 Signed by whom. 

A. The Secretary, 

d. Who is that? 

A. Mr. Ibbetſon. 

Q. Where is that? 

A. I delivered it, with all the papers 1 had re- 
ſpecting Greenwich Hoſpital, when I quitted London 
about three years ago. 

* you recollect what the powers were? 

A. To prepare a Charter, under the direction of 
Mr. Eden, as I think, and am pretty ſure too. 

Q. Without particularizing the alterations that 
were to be made in it? 

A. Without deſcribing any ee at all. 

Q. Do you apprehend, that a Board of Directors, 
without conſulting à General Court, have a power 
to order new Charters to be made out, of their own 
accord ? 

A. I think that they might have that power, but 
am not ſure Which it was, the General Courts Mi- 
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nute; or the Directors Minute ; 1 am not t fure, but 
the Minute will ſpeak for itſelt. 

And where are theſe Minutes? 

A. The original in the hands of the Selderary, Mr. 
Ibberfon the copy came to me; 
Q. You have mentioned what Lord Sandwich 
ſaid c you at the Board, that it did not ſignify under 
what name, provided they were incorporated. I will 
aſk you whether you had any other converſation with 


Lord Sandwich, relative to the Charter, and whether 
he ever gave you any directions relative to it, except 


that time? 

A. I had never any onveifhticn with him I think 
upon any ſubject, and never any directions from him 
of any ſort whatever, except what I mentioned. 

2. Whether in the number of years, that you 
belonged-to Greenwich / Hoſpital, previous to the 
Charter being granted, you ever knew of one 
inſtance ot the ann Court pre any 
officer? | 

A. No. 


Q. How many years have you been acquainted 


with the office? 
A. I was firſt concerned as agent for Mr. Evereſt's 


father, about the year 1756. 


Q. You muſt explain that if you pleaſe; you ſaid, 
that you never knew that the General Court had 


recommended. Officers to the Board of Admiralty, 
to be appointed for a pas EN Have you 


ſaid that? 
A. I have ſaid ſo. | 
Q Had ſuch a thing 8 muſt you have 
been acquainted with it? 
A. It does not follow that I ſhould. 
2 Did you attend ok General Court: 3 £96 
es. . 
VT Where? 
A. At the Adeicaley, they: were never held any 
where elſe, as I know of. 
Why were the General Courts reduced to twice 
a year inſtead of four times; for by the Commiſſion, 
they are to be held four times a year, and oftner if 


the Admiralty Board called them ; why was that al- 


teration made? 

A. I cannot take upon me to ſay that. 

AQ. Can you take upon Ru to ſay, who made that 
alteration? 

A. I cannot without d recourſe to the papers. 

Q. Whether you carried the draught of this new 
Charter to the conſultation alluded to, of the At- 
rorney and Sollicitor- General? 

A. The copies were either carried by me or Mr. 
Evereſt, or one or other of my clerks, but to ſay 


which at this time, I cannot; I did attend the con- 


ſultation. 

Q. At that conſultation, did you point out to the 
Attorney and Solicitor-General, the alterations made 
in the draught of the new Charter, from what was 
in the old Commiſſion ? 

A. The Attorney-General was in poſſeſſion of a 
Commiſſion; he had been Auditor, and as ſuch, 
doubtleſs had a Commiſſion, and I think I remember 


to have ſeen it in his cuſtody bound in red leather; 


the Solicitor-General, I have no doubt, had a Com- 
miſſion, Mr. Eden, as an Auditor, could not have 
executed his office properly without one; I therefore 
conclude he had one, but to ſay that I pointed out 
the difference between the Commiſſion and the Char- 
ter, I cannot. 

Q. Do you remember that it was a ſubject of the 
conſultation, - Whether thoſe alterations were proper 
to be adopted in the new Charter or not? 

A, Idont know that, Mr. Wedderburne did make 


ſome alterations at the vonkikations 5 in. the form, and 


the then Attorney and Solicitor-General did ſubſcribe 


one copy, and I think the writing itſelf is of Mr, 


Wedderburne's writing. 

Q. Then you know, from theſe circumſtances, that 
they were fully aware that theſe alterations were 
made in the new Charter ? 
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A. L cannot take upon me to ſay; that the Attorney. 
And Solicitor-General, or either of them, did compare 
the Charter with the Commiſſion. Some ſhort time 


before the Charter paſſed the Seal, the then Attorney- 


General requeſted to ſee the old Commiſſion z be de- 
ſired to ſee thoſe Commiſſions which had been granted 
by former Princes, and they were carried to his houſe 
in Ormond-ſtreet; after the Charter was compleated, , 
I fetched them from thence, _ 

Q. It was. not @ matter that you heard diſcuſſed at 
the conſultation? 

A. The principal matter that was diſcuſſed at the 
conſultation, was reſpecting the ſecurity that ſhould 
be given by thoſe that had the receipts or expendicures 


of the Hoſpital money. 


Q.: When I ſpeak of the alterations, I allude to the 
four particular points that have been ſtated to ves? 

A. I don't think they were particularly; attended. 
to at that time, 

How long was this confultation before the. 
Charter paſſed the Seal ? 

A. The pager will ſhew you, becauſe there! is the 
fignature of the then Attorney and Solicitor-General, 
with the date to it, as I think. n 73 

Q. You don't recollect? 


A. No, but dare ſay the k will tell you; be- 


caule, I dare ſay, there was a date to it. 


(Mr. TOs withirew. 


2 IBBETSON called in. 


Q. How long have 79u: been concerned i in Gi: 
wich Hoſpital ? 


that was a Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital, expreſſed 


A. Seventeen years, next May, I have been 5 


pointed Secretary to Greenwich Hoſpital? 
Q. What has been the practice of the General 
Court, with reſpect to recommendations to Offices ? 
A. I am very certain that there has not, been, 
in one inſtance, not only ſince I have been Secre- 
rary of Greenwich Hoſpital, but ſince I have been 
in the Admiralty, which, is twenty - four years, the 


General Court having recommended to the Admiral- 


ty; any one Officer to be appointed into Greenwich 
Hoſpital. 

Q. Do you recollect, from any documents that you 
have in your poſſeſſion, whether there ever were any 


recommendations, irony the firſt A of the 


Hoſpital ? 

A. I believe there was; 1 believe it will err, 
upon examining the books of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
that, for ſome few years after its firſt eſtabliſliment, I 


think that I have ſezn that the Genera) Court did 
recommend to the Admiralty; but I believe it has 


been diſuſed for a great many years, I can ſpeak po- 
ſitively for twenty-four years. 

Q. Can you turn at all to theſe inſtances that ap- 
pear in the books? 

A. I have them not here, I can refer your Lord- 
ſhips to them another day, if this buſineſs ſhall take 
up another day. 

What books are they ia ? | 

A. It will appear, by the Minute- bock of the Ge- 
neral Court? 


Q. Can you ſay, from your memory, for how low 
down they did recommend ? 


A. I cannot, and: ſhould be ſorry to ſpeak to any 


thing I cannot be certain to, before this Houſe. 


— 


Q. Do you know whether thoſe recommendations 


were accepted? 

A. I cannot ſpeak to that, my recollection only 
goes, I am certain [ have ſeen, in the Minute- books of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, that the General Court have 
recommended. 

Q. But you don't know whether they were abel 
or not? 

A. I cannot ſpeak to that. 

Q. Whether they were, additional ones that. were 
recommended, or otherwiſe ? _ 


A. 1 cannot ſay, I will inform mf more rm 
Ps | 


Greenwich Hoſpital, diſtinguiſhing which of them have 


beiver was appointed? 


for his brother, provided t 17 could have hotice when | 


from the Admiralty about it, but it came to me in 
| ſuch a way, that 1 thought if I had not done it, I 


before, think myſelf authoriſed to troub 


the General Court, and which you ſaw good reaſon 


order which was ſent me from this Houſe by the 
Admiralty. 


. Whether you was not 8 in Green wick 
Hoſpital, when there was a particular full General | 
Court, ſummoned at the time Lord Egmont was ar 
the head, of the Admiralty, for the purpoſe of ap- 
Hasan ſomebody to receive ſome revenues of the 

oſpital 2 

A. 1 remember that perfeRtly well.” 

Qt Was it at that General Curt, that that Re 


A. Ix Was at that General Court, for es appoint. 
ment of a Receiver, and at which General Court Mr. 
Smeaton was appointed there were two candidates 
for the place, a Mr. Koddam. a brother of Admiral 
Boddam, was one; and a a Mr, Martiſon, « or Maddiſon, £ 
the other 3 they were both recommended, in a very 
extraordinary manger, by ſeveral people of great in- 
tereſt and. conſequence; they came to me, Particular. | 
ly the preſent Admiral Roddam told me, there were 
ſeveral of the Commiſiic joners, and gvernors of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, that had told him they, would 
attend at that General Court, and give their votes 


that General Court met. If there Was any harm in 
ſummoning that General Court, I muſt take it upon 
myſelf z: I did not receive any. particular. directions 


ſhould. be liable to cenſure, when any Noble, Lord, 


a wiſh to come. to a General Court, if he had notice 
of it; I thought it my, duty, f think ſo (tilt; to give 
him thar information, and accordingly 1 furinmioned, [ 
believe, almoſt every one in the Commiſſion, Except 
the Princes of the Blood, them 1 did 09h as I' _ 

e upon the 
occaſion. 

Q. You ie e me, if you thought 1 point- 
ed at any, blame upon you, for, on the contrary, I 
think you did perfectly right upon the occaſion; I 
only wanted to come at this piece of information, 
whether, when theſe different candidates came before 


for thinking ought to have great care taken that it 
was filled, whether it was the firſt Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, or Board of Admiralty, or Gegeral Court, 
that appointed that Receiver ? 
A. The General Court appointed this Receiver ; 
they have always appointed the Receiver. 
Q. I beg you will explain one matter ; with regard 
to the ſummons to the General Court, do you mean 
to aſſert, that you had no directions whatever from 
the Admiralty Board reſpecting the affair, the choice 
of Mr. Smeaton, no kind of directions what ſum- 
mons to give out, except your own diſcretion? 
A. I do aſſert, poſitively, that I received no direc- 
tions from the Board of Admiralty, that the ſum- 
monſes that went out upon that occaſion, were print- 
ed ſummonſes, in the uſual form of ſummoning, that 
I ſent to the Great Officers of State, and every perſon 
in the Commiſſion, Mr. Smeaton was not a candi- 
date at that time; he was propoſed at the General 
Court, and carried it, in preference to the two that had 
made fo much intereſt ? 
[Mr. Iobbetſon withdrew. 


5 Mb. MAULE called i in, 


(A lift fbewn the Wi rmeſs.) 
. 4 Did you deliver that 15 into chis Houſe? 
A. I did. 

Q. What i is chat liſt? 

A. This liſt I prepared, in ques” of” an 


Q. What Office do 7 bold in Greenwich 
Hoſpital ? 

A. Clerk of the cheque. — 

Q What is that a liſt of? 

A. All under Officers, &c, &c. who are 1 in 


een 


HOUSE © 
been at ſea, or are widows of perſons who have ferv- 
ed at ſea. 

( Another lift ſhewn the Witniſs.) - 


and ſervants, that are lodged in the Hoſpital. 

Q Who is the firſt perſon upon that liſt? _.. 

A. Sir Charles Hardy, the Governor, the next 1s 

Jervis Mapleſden, the Lieutenant-Governor, 

Q. Who is the next ? | 

A. Alexander Hood, Eſquire, the Treefaret, 
What is the next title? | 

© The Captain's and Lieutenant's, the Phyſician s 

name is James Hoſſack. _ 

. You have put down to theſe names thoſe that 

have been at ſea, and thoſe that have not been at ſea, 

from whence did you take that account of their hav- 

ing or not been at ſea? 

A. So far as I have been able to collect, ſeversl I 

have known myſelf” to have been at ſea, having been 

myſelf at ſea. 

Q. Have you examined the books at the Navy 
| * ? 

No, I have not. 
Q Then have you no other rule to go by, than 
common report ? 
A. No other than from many old people in che 
Hoſpital ? 
Who is the firſt you mentioned, the Phyſician ? 
A Dr. Cockburn. 
Q. How 1s he ſet down in your liſt ? 
A. To have been at lea, 
* When was he at ſea ? 
I knew him very well, and I have heard him 
Pon ſay, he had been at ſea Fan | 
Q You take upon you to ſay he has been at ſea? 
Ido. 
Q Have you been at ſea yourlelf ? ? 
A. Many years. 
And have known him at ſea? 
A. No, but I have heard him ſay ſo, very fre- 
quently. The next is James Hoſſack, | 
. Has he been at ſea? 
A. I believe he has; he is in the Houſe, he can an- 
ſwer for himſelf. 
Q Do you know from your own knowledge ? 
A. I know that he has been a Sea-Surgeon many 
years, The next are the Secretaries, as they ſtand 
upon this lift. 

Q. Who is the preſent Secretary ? 

A. Mr. lbbetfon. 

Q. Has he been at ſea? 

A. I cannot ſay that he has. 

Q. Do you chink he has ? 

A. I know he has been Purſer of a ſhip many 
years, but whether he has been to ſea or no, L cannot 
take upon me to ſay, 

Q How long may he have been Purſer 

A. I cannot fay that, I know he had a ſeventy- 
four gun ſhip in the laſt war, 

Q. Then I collect from you, that Mr. Ibbetſon 
has not been at ſea ? 

A. I dont know that he has, 

Q. Who did Mr. Ibbetſon ſucceed ? 

A. Mr. Mills, 

Q. Had he ever been at ſea? 

A. I never could learn that he had. 

Q Who did he ſucceed ? 

A. Msr. Stephens, 

Q. Had he been at ſea? 

A, Mr. Stephens was at ſea with I 4 Anſon. 

Q Who preceded Mr. Stephens > 

A. Danes Barrington. 

Q. Had he been at ſea ? 

A. Not that | know of. 
Q. Had William Corbett been at ſea J 
A. It is John Corbett, he had not been at ſea that 


3 


been at ſea. 


"6 Pleaſe to go on to the next? 
A, The next is the Steward. 


8 C Who is the preſent Steward y 


A. This is a liſt of all the Officers, under Officers, : 


I know of; Thomas Corbert preceded him, he had 


F IL 0 k b & 17 
A. Mr. Godby 
Q. Has he Veen at ſe ? 
A. Not that I ever heard of. 
Q; Who did he ſucceed ? 
K Mr. Izard, - 
Q. Had he been at ſea? | 
A. No, never. 
Q., Who did Mr. Izard ſucceed 
A. Mr. Ellis, he was purſer of the Royal Georg 
ſeveral cars in laſt war. 
ho did Mr. Ellis ſucceed ?. | 
A. Mr. Bell, he. had been at ſea, but whether of 
no when he was appointed to the Hoſſ Pa I can- 
not ſay z but 1 heard he begged leave of the Direc- 
tors of the | Hoſpital and the Admiralty to go to 
ſea with Sir John Norris, but [ believe that was after 
he was in the, Hoſpital. : 
Q Who is the next upon the liſt > 
A, The clerks ſtand next; as to the clerks to the 


Steward, I don't find that any one * them ever have 
been at ſea, 


Q What are their names 
A. Stephen Stoneſtreet, John Smith, Thomas 
Burbeck, and Daniel Ball. 


Q. Have any of them been ar ſea ? 
A. Not that I know of, 


Q. Have you any of their predeceſſors in your 
books ? 


A. No, theſe are the oldeſt that ſtand in our books, 


that reſided in the Hoſpital], for that is comprehended 


in the order I received from the Houſe z before this 
time none lodged in the Hoſpital. 
Q. Not before Mr. Godby's clerk ? 
A. Mr. Ball was not the firſt of the Steward's clerks. 
Q. Was'the Steward's head clerk lodged in the 


Hoſpital before Mr. Godby lodged there ? 


A. He was; Mr. Stoneſtreet was the firſt that I 
find lodged in the Hoſpital, which was in the year 
1726; they were all landmen, I knew them all. 

Q. Who was the next perſon ? | 

A. The next that ſtands upon the liſt are. the Sur. 


geons. 


Q Who were they ö 
A. The preſent one is Mr. Taylor, he has been at 


ſea to my knowledge; Mr. Denham was prior to him, 


he has been at ſea to my knowledge, ſo were John 
Holding, Henry Tom, and Charles Allen. The 
next are the Clerks of the Cheque. | 

Q. You are the Clerk of the Cheque at ſia you 
have been at ſea ? 
A. I have, I ſucceeded my father, he had been at 
ſea alſo; the firſt in the liſt was Edward Smith, who 
had been a Lieutenant in the navy; there have been 
only four of the Clerks of the- Cheque lodged in the 
Hoſpital, they have all of them been at fea, 

Q. Who were their predeceſſors ? 
A. Thoſe were the firſt that had ever been lodged 
in the Hoſpital. 


Q. Who appoints the Clerks to the Clerk of the 
Cheque ? 


A. The Clerk of the Cheque himlelf4 the next are 


Chaplains, 


Q. Who are the preſent Chaplains ? 

A. Joha Cook and John Maule, 

Q. Have they been at ſea ? 

A. Neither of them that ever I heard, 

Q. Who did they ſucceed ? 

A. David Cambell was prior to Mr.Cooke, Nicholas 
Tindall, Thomas Pocock, Robert Rerry, and Philip 
Stubbs, 

Q. Who did Rev. John Cook ſucceed to ? 

A. Mr. Tindal. 

* Had Tindal been at ſea? 

He had. 

Q Who did Rev. Maule ſucceed to ? 

A. Mr, Cambell. 

Q. Had he been at ſea? OE 

A. He had, from what I can underſtand from the 
Navy Board, about five or fix months, and he ran 

F away 
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away from the ſhip; by ſome intereſt at the Admiralty 
he got his R taken off, and received that five or ſix 
months pay; that is all the ſervice he had. 

Q. Who was at the head of the Admiralty when 
Mr, Cambell was appointed Chaplain RET 

A. I don't know, but it was in January 1744%%- 

Q. Who did Mr. Tindall ſucceed? 

Al Mr. Pocock, who hid been at ſea. 

Q Whodid Mr. Pocock ſucceed ? _ 13 

A. Mr. Berry, who ſucceeded Mr. Stubbs. | 

Q. Had Mr. Stubbs been at ſea ? | 

A. Never, I believe. 3 his ſon is here, who can 
ſpeak to that. 

Q. Mr. Stubbs was the firſt Chaplain that was 
ever appointed? | 
, 0 Ves, the firſt that appears by che Hoſpital 

ooks, ES. 

Who is next upon the liſt? 
A. The Auditors. 
Q. Whois the preſent Auditor? 


A. Mr. Eden, 
Q. Was he ever at ſea ? 
A, Not that I ever heard. 
Who did Mr. Eden ſucceed * 7 
. Mr. Thurlowe. 
Was he ever at ſea? . 
; A. Not that I ever heard. 
* Who did he ſucceed ? 
A. Mr. Huſſey, WW 
4 Had he ever been at ſea ? 
A. Not that I ever heard, 
Q. Who did he ſucceed ? 
A. Mr. Jarvis. 
Q Was he ever at ſea ? | 
A. Never a orice of them as 1 ever 3 
What is the buſineſs of the Auditor? 
A” After the accounts paſs through the Clerk of 
the Cheque's inſpection, they are delivered to the 
Board of Directors, from whence they are delivered 


over to the Auditor, and by him audited z and all 
ſuch atcounts as are ready are declared twice a year | 


before the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
: Nh you acquainted with the nature of auditing 
them 

A. Tes, I have ſeen many of them audited, 

Q. Is there any thing in paſſing of theſe accounts, 
that could not be done by a Purſer? | 

A. There is no great difficulty in it. 

Q. Do you think that there is any thing in that, 
that an ingenious clever man, who has been a Purſer 
to a man of war, might not be able to doit? 

A. No, I think not. 

_ Who is next upon the liſt ? 

AX The Governor's Clerk. 

Q. What is his name ? 


A. The preſent Governor's Clerk is not the perſon 


ſet down here; he has not lodged in the Hoſpital ; at 
preſent, the only perſon here is William Pagett, who 
was Secretary to Sir George Rodney, in the Weſt-. 


Indies. 
Q Has the preſent Govertior's Clerk been at a 9% 


A. I believe not. 

. What is his name? 

A. Pansford. 

Q. He is Clerk of the Council ? 

A. That is by virtue of his being the Governor's 
Secretary. 

Q. You think he has not been at ſea? 

A. No, I have heard he has been an Officer of Horſes 

Q. What has been his particular duty ? 

A. I apprehend the particular duty of the Secre - 
tary to the Governor, is to carry all correſpor dence 
that he may have with the Admiralty, and to attend 
at the Councils of the Hoſpital, and that has been 
for many years ſeldom or ever acted by the principal, 
it always has been by deputation, 

Q. Then Mr. Pansford has not attended at the 
Council ? 

A. I believe not. 

Q. Did you ever ſce him there? 2 


| BB | ? 


dined with him there, but have not ſeen him upon 


that are ablent 


5 the little dirty complaints of the men getting drunk, 


could learn, nor lodged in the Hoſpital. 


diate inſtrument un 
and compounds all the medicines, 


btzhe preſent. 


wich Hoſpital ? 


of, ſince he has been brewer to the Hoſpital. 


F LORDS. 


A. Never. 0 
And how many years have you been in the 
Hoſpital attending the Council? 
A. I don't attend the Council. 
How many years aſe you been | in the Hol. 


A. From n my childhood. 
Q. Did you ever ſee him in the Hoſpi ital? 
A. Yes, at Sir Charles Hardy's houſe, and "FAR 


duty. 
Q. What is your rule in regard to checking people 


A. The men are muſtered every day, and checked 
all thoſe out of their proviſions that are not preſent. 
Q By whom is the Governor's Clerk appointed! ? 

A. By the oa | 

Q. Does there appear to you to be any thing in 

the & duty of Clerk g e Council, that could not be 
done by a perſon Seeing been at fea ? | 

A. The duty is very eaſy it is nothing more; than 


and all that is his principal buſineſs. 

Q Who 1s the next? 

The Secretary s Clerk. 

| Q Who is he? 

A: The preſent ohe is Mr. Francis . 
ö Q. Is he à landman, or has he been at ſea ? or is 
he in the Hoſpital? _ 
„ "9975.09 and in the Holi, 

Q: Who did he ſucceed ? 

A. Mr. Richard Horne. 

Q. What was he ? and was he lodged i in the Hol 
NN 

A. Mr. Horne had never been at ſea, fo far as I 


Q.. Have you. any other before him that had bred 
at ſea ? 


A. Not that I could ever learn. 
Who are the next? | 
A. The Diſpenſers, there have been 907 6 two of 
them, the preſent one has never been at ſea. 
Q. What is his name ? 
A. John Pocock. 
. What is his Aar ment? 
A He is the Dif 5 r of medicines, the f ;mmes 
er the Phyſician, who Prepares 


Q: Is there any thing in his buſineſs, that _ 
not be done by a Surgeon in the navy ? 

A. I apprehend nor. 

Q. Who is the next perſon ? 


A. The Brewers, Stephen Coleman ; Hickman is 


Was he ever at ſea ? 

K No, nor any of his predeceſſors, 

Q. What is Mr. Hickman? | 

A. So far as I know of him, he was an officer i in 
the army; he had a fortune of his own; he quitted 
the army, and married a young Lady at Greenwich: ; 
he went into the brewing buſineſs ; ; he continued 
that ſix or ſeven years, and failed twice- 

Q. And then he was e brewer to Green- 


A. After ſome time. 
Q. As far as you know of that bußseſt FR you | 
think that a man that had been ar ſea, and had not 


failed, might not have been as good A brewer 2s 
Mr. Hickman ? . 


A. I eannet be a judge of that. 


* you know any thing to the my 

A. No. 

Q. Is he a good brewer? 

A. We have never had one complaint- as I know 


Q. How long has he been brewer to the Hoſpital? 
A. He was appointed in Auguſt, 1777. . 
Q. How long is it ago that he failed? 
A: A year or two before that, I believe, | 
Q Pleale to go on to the next? + 
A, The 
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Nurſes, or in any capacity in the Hoſpital ? 
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A. The next are the Matrons the preſent ones 
are Sarah Smith, Mary Birt, and Eleanor Power. 


Are either of them the wives or widows of ſeamen? 
AT Sarah Smith is the widow of a late Captain in 


the Hoſpital; the other two are ſaid to be unmarried. 


Q. Are they ee of perſons that have been 
at ſea ? 

A.. One of them, 1 heard, was ſiſter to a Lievte- 
nant, that Lord Hawke made ſome time ago; he 


was drowned, and left his family in great diſtreſs: 


Lord Hawke put her in as a Matron. . 


Q. Had ſhe any employment in Lord Hawke's 


family, before ſhe was ſent to Greeawith Hoſpital ? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Had any of thoſe Matrons any employment 
in my Lord Sandwich's family? 

A; Lord Sandwich was not at the Board of Ada 
miralty when any of thoſe Matrons were appointed. 

Q Who was at the head of the Admiralty when 
they were appointed? 
A. Mrs, Power was put in, I have heard, by Lord 
Egmont; the ocher two by Lord Hawke. 

'Q. Do you find any before them that have been 
widows or wives of ſailors ? | 

A. Mary Chamberlain, who was before Mrs. 
Power, was a Captain's widow ; Ellis Gregory was a 
Caprain's widow ; Elizabeth Smith was a Lieute- 


nant's widow ; the three firſt, I cannot learn what 


they were. 


As far as you have been able to learn any 


thing about them, they haye always, till Do deen 
widows of ſeamen? | 


A. Yes, widows of ſeamen. 
. would aſk, whether you think the being, 


waiting women; we will ſay to either Lord Anſon, 


or Lord Hawke's Lady, or the Lady of any others, 
that have been at the head of the Sy , entitles 
them to be put into the Hoſpital as Matrons or 


A. Certainly not. 
* Go on to the next? 5 
They are the Butlers; the preſent one is 
Willidm Saward, Who has been. at ſea, 
O. When was he appointed? 
A. On the 25th of February, 1772. 


2 Had he been at fea before his appointment, 
or afterwards ? 


A: Before his appdintment, he was Clerk of one 
of the yachts, and had been many voyages. 1 believe. 
The next? 


A. The next is John Izard he had hot been at 
ſea, às | could learn. 


Q. Who was at the head of the Admiralty when 


the laſt Butler was appointed? 


A. Lord Sandwich. T he next are the Butler's 
Mates z the pteſent ones are, James Skeene and 


Philip Lewis ? 


Q. Have they been at ſea? 
A. Skeene has never been at ſea; Lewis, l have 


learned, within this day or two, was going with dir 
Charles Wager, as his Steward, but never went out 


of the Channel; 1 received that information ſince 
the liſt was delivered in. 


Q. Do you know any thing relative to theif pre- 
deceſſors 7 


A. No, there are four of them; I hive marked 


them, ſuch as L have been able to collect, that the 


Butler s Mates have all been at ſea; the two before 


that, John Watts and John Cheele, can learn 
nothing concerning them. 


Q. Who was at the head of the Admiralty when 


the two Stewards and the two laſt 588 gong were 
appointed ? 


A. Lord Sandwich, 
Q. Who appoints the Butler's Mates? 


A. They are appointed by warrant from the Ad- 
miralty. 


Q. Lord Sandwich. Don't you miſtake ? the But- 
Ter's Mates are not appointed by warrant from the 


Admiralty ? ? 


5 
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A. Yes, they are. | 
Q. Who are the next ? 
A. The Cooks. 
Q Who is your preſent Cook! FE 
A. There are three, Alexander Moore, pet 
Wartell and Samuel Troke, now Wartell is dead. 
Q. What is Troke ? 
A. He was at ſea with my Lord Anſon Moors 
has not been at ſea that I can learn. 
Q. Who were their predeceſſors ? | 
A. Henry White had been at ſea; Thomas Cale; 
Thomas Bird, and William Wilſon; the three prior to 
them, 1 cannot learn that they had ever been ar ſea. 
But from your not being able to learn, you 
don't conclude whether they have or not? 
A. I have made the beſt enquiry that I could 
amongſt the old perſons in the Hoſpital. . . 
1 oy thoſe that you have not been able to Jean 
thing of, you don't from thence conclude they 
5 been at ſea or not ? ; 
A. No, the next are the Cook's Mates, 
Q. Who are they 


A. The laſt that 2 ſlindk upon the liſt is Regt 


Hunt, who has not been at ſea; John Mathews bas 


been at ſea; James Arundell has not been at ſea; 
Moſes Joice | has not been at fea. _ 

Q. Who were their predeceſſors ? 

A. There are ſeven or eight ; ſorhe of them han 
been at ſea, and ſome have not been at ſea. The 
next are the Scullerymen ; the preſent one is Nicho- 
as Levitt; he has not been at ſea. 

Q Who were his predeceſſors ? 

A. Randolph Norris, Edward Griffith, John LL 
"a, Thomas Cole, William Steel, and Francis 
Steward; none of them, as I can learn, have ever 
been at ſea. ( 

bog is their em loyment ? 5 
The ſcouring the pre pots and diſhes on the 


: . 050 


Q. There is nothing in that, but what i man 


that has bren to ſea might do; is there? 
A: No, the next are the Scullerymen's Mates; 


they are aſſiſtants to the otliers; the preſent ones are 
William Gardner, Robert Ruſſell; neither of them 
have been at ſea; preceding them, there were three 
others that had not been at ſea; then Arthur Knight 
and Jacob Stranger have been ar ſea; thoſe before 
them are Willtam Silkworth and William Stalberr, 
who have not been at ſea. 

Q. Who are the next ? 

A. The porters of the Hoſpital ; the preſent one 
is James Lane; he has never been at fea; John 
Willey is his predeceſfor ; there are five of them 
never been at ſea. 

Q. What is the buſineſs of the porter? 

A. He has a lodge at one of the gates of the 
Hoſpital. 


Q. Is his bufineſs ſuch that cannot be done by « a 
ſeaman? 

A. Certainiy not; the Barbers are the next. 

Q. Have any of them been at ſea? 

A. The preſent one is James Mackeneſs, he had 
been at ſea; he was, as I underſtood, Valet de 
Chambre to my Lord Anſon. 


. Q. Have any of the reſt of the barbers been at 
ea? 


A. None of them. 

Q. Is this Mackeneſs a barber ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. 1s that a place of any profit? ? 
A. A very conſiderable one. 


To the beſt of your — does hs 
attend ? 


A. N ever. 


Q. It is a ſinecure is it? 
A. Yes. 


Q The Barber employs others; he acts by dee 
puty, does he not? | 

A. Yes. | 

Q. How many deputies does he bag ak 4 


A. Only 
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A. Only one principal man; but he has a hun- 


dred other ſhavers under him. 

Q. What profit may he have for doing nothing 
at all ? 
A. I don't know—l ſhould ſuppoſe that he has 


about 1201, or 130l. a year clear. 


Q. Was not his employment of more value for- 
merly? . 

& | I have onderſtood ſome years ago, from ſome 
complaints of the penſſoners not being duly ſhaved, 
that his deputy was paid ſomething more in addition 
to his duty, 

Q. How much ſalary has he from he Hoſpital ? 

A. Twelve pounds a year. 

Q. What does his profit ariſe fon ? 
A. He has ſo much—a haffpenny a week fot 
all the men; anda penny for the boys. | 

Q. Who are the next? 

A. The Meſſengers. 

Q: Who are they ? 

A. The preſent one is Wilham Herbert, he was at 
ſea with Lord Hawke — The next are Treaſurers 

erks, the preſeht one is Edward Boxley, he has 
been at ſea— The next is the Clerk of the Works; 

Q. Who is he? 

A. The preſent one is Robert Mylne, 

O. Has he been at ſea ? 

A. Not that I know of. 

Q. What is his particular buſineſs ? 


A. To carry on all ſuch works and repairs as he 
may be directed to do, from the Board of Directors 
of the Hoſpital. 
Q. Who was his predeceſſor ? 
A. William Robinſon: 
Q. Whar is he ? | 
A. An Architect. 
Was he ever at ſea? 
A. No. 
Q. Is this Clerk of the Works a permanedt 
officer, or only a temporaty one? 


A. Formerly, the Clerk of the Works was only 
paid five ſhillings a day, while new works were carry- 
ing on; but now there are works always going on, 
his place is looked upon to be permanent: 

Q. What is the next article? 

A. The Diſpenſer's Aſſiſtant—the preſent one is 
William Wheatley, he has never been at ſea. 

Q. Is there but one Aſſiſtant ? 

A. Only one. 

Q. Have his predeceſſors ever been at ſea ? 

A. Never a one of them, to the amount of nine, 
The next article is Surgeon's Aſſiſtants, the preſent 
are Thomas Carnarvon, and David Stacy Story; 
neither of them have been at ſea, William Wallace, 
and Francis Thomas, their predeceſſors, both had 
been at ſea. The next article is the Turncock of 
the Hoſpital, Robert Dickey, he has never been at 
ſea ; there are but two before him; they had neither 
been at ſea. 

$ e is the next article ? 

A. The whole liſt is gone through, 

. Is there not a Schoolmaſter ? 

A. Yes; there is. 

Q. Is Mr. F urbor the Schoplmaſter | 3 

A. Yes, 

Q. Was he ever at ſea ? | 

A. Not to my knowledge; there are ſome gen- 
tlemen that ſay he has been at ſea. 


Q. Do you know any body that can ſpeak to that 
int better than you? 
A. Mr. Taylor, the Surgeon of the Hoſpital, ſays 
he has been at ſea. 
Q. The Steward's Clerk, Mr. Daniel Ball? 
A. He is lodged in the Houſe. 
Qi: Has he been at ſea? 
A. He does not ſtile himſelf in that light, he has 
been at fea àᷣ few months, but does not call himſelf 
a ſeafaring man. 


Q. What do you mean by ſeafaring man 2 
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A. I underſtand a man that has been 1 on 
bond a ſhip's books, and has actually been at ſea. 
Q So you think this one has actually been at ſea ? 
Q. He has made a voyage? 
A. I canot fay that; I have heard him fay he has 
been at ſea, and borne on a ſhip's books. 


Q Do you apprehend that this pong has been a 
voyage, and comes under the deſcription of being 
any ways qualified to partake of this charity ? 

A. He is in the Houſe, and.can beſt anſwer for 
himſelf. 


Q. To the beſt of your knowledge, do you know 


of any new offices that have been lately introduced 


into the Hoſpital, that were not known before; that 
there was no foundation for in any old Charter, or 
even in the new Charter, that there is any provi- 
fion for ? 


A. I don't at preſent recollect any. 


2 If 1 was to aſk you a queſtion, would you be 
able then to anſwer? Do you recolle& a Muſic- 
maſter in the Hospital, to inſtruct the boys in 
ſinging? ? 

A. I know that the preſent Organiſt had an ad- 
dition to his ſalary, for teaching the boys to * 1 
don't know of any new office. 

Q. What was the addition? 

A. Twenty pounds a year? 

Q. Was that addition made by the Hurd, 
or General Court? 

A. It was recommended by the General Court. 

Q. Was there any direction given to that General 
LOG * the beſt of your knowledge, to name that 

rſon 

A; I don't know of any. 

A. And you never heard ? ? 

A. 75 


| LM. Maule withdrew, 
A STUBBS called in. 


Q. Was your father the firſt Chaplain of Green- 
wich Hoſpital ? 

A; Yes; 15 

Q. Had he ever been at ſan * 

A. No; he was always borne upon a ſhip in or- 
dinary z he was Miniſter of Woolwich Ho pital when 
he was firſt made. 

Q. You ſay he was borne upon a ſhip in ordinary, 
fo are the preſent Chaplains; you underſtood that 


he was Chapfain to the Ordinary at Woolwich ? 


A. FS. 

Qi. Not borne upon a ſhip in ordinary? 

A. Yes; his fervant uſed to be muſtered. 

Qi. Are not the preſent Chaplains borne on | board 
a ſhip in ordinary ? 

A. I cannot tell chat. 


| [Mr. Stubbs withdrew: 
| Mr. MAULE called in again. | 


Q. Do you underſtand how the preſent Chaplains 
are borne as belonging to the ordinary ? 

A. By virtue of being Chaplaias of Greenwich 
Hoſpital z one is entered upon the Hulk's Book, at 


Woolwich, the other at Deptford ; the two preſeat 


Chaplains are ſo, and it was ſo before. 


Mr, STUBBS called in again. 


Q. Was your father borne upon the ordinary be- 
fore he was Chaplain ? 

A. Yes; he was made Chaplain of Greenwich 
Hoſpital, for being borne upon che books. 

Q. Do they ever contribute to the charity, by be- 
ing borne in ordinary to the Hoſpital ? | 

A. That is a thing I cannot anſwer, it is ſo long 


Q. You are ſure he never was at ſea? > | 
A. I can 


A. I can ſay he never was at ſea to go a voyage. 
Q Were thoſe Chaplains, by being borne in or- 
dipary, looked upon as belonging ſo to the Hoſpital, 
as to contribute any quota, which Chaplains have 
done who have been at ſea, to the charity of the 
Hoſpitals?̃”. 3j 2190 LF 

A. I don't believe that, I cannot account for that; 
Ino 25 nt bi 

Q. Your father was Chaplain to the Hoſpital ? | 

A. Yes. ; PAIL | 
Q. How long ago? - IP! 

A. In the year 1704 or 5. | — 
Q. Upon the firſt eſtabliſnment of the Hoſpital ? 
A. The very firſt of all. 25 8 
Q. And was he looked upon as a Sea Chaplain 
when he was put into the Hoſpital ? 238: 2663 
A. I cannot account for that; the two fitſt Chap- 

lains were taken from the Ordinary. * 
Q. Taken from the Ordinary as Sea Chaplains? 
A. Yes; one from Woolwich, and the other from 
Dept. e 


Wedneſday, the 17th of March, 1779. 
Mr. IBBETSON, the Secretary, called in again. 
into what had been the practice of the Hoſpital, 


relative to the recommendation coming from the 
General Court to the Admiralty, Have.you made 


any ſuch reſearches? ß 


A. I have. WOE 

Q. What is the reſult of them ? £3.» 

A. I have looked over the books from the com- 
mencement of the eſtabliſhment of Greenwich Hol- 
ital to the preſent hour, with as much care as I have 
been able to do, in the. ſhort - ſpace of time; for 
I had turned them over page by page, that I might 
not miſs any thing. The firſt thing I find that has 


any relation to this buſineſs, is a Memorial which 


appears in the books in November, 1704; there is 
neither the day of the month nor ſignature, but it is 
clearly in November; the Memorial is from the 


Commiſſioners to Prince _ of Denmark, then 
Lord High. Admiral, ſetting: forth, that they had 


made preparations for one hundred men; that was 


neceſſary to be employed, and at the ſame time 
preſenting his Highneſs: a liſt of candidates for. the 
reſpective offices, that his Royal Highneſs might 
appoint ſuch as to him might ſeem meet: theſe are 
the words of the recommendation. In March, 1707-8, 


Edward Smith ſtands upon the Minutes of the Gene- 


ral Court, as appointed Cook's Second Mate, upon 


the recommendation of the Directors and the Com- 
miſſioners; and on the fiſt of April I find entered 
into the books the Prince of Denmark's Warrant in 


form, appointing the ſame man. On the gth of 


commended ſix perſons (naming them) to the Board 
of Admiralty, for their approbation of either of them 
that they ſhould think proper, if they ſhould ap- 
pear to their Lordſhips to be duly qualified; they 
were recommended for the Office of Secretary, in the 


be appointed Maſter Brewer. On the 23d of the 
iame month, they recommended a Lieutenant, Ed- 
ward Smith, to the Lords of the Admiralty, to be 
appointed a Clerk of the Cheque, and in - June, 
1722, they recommended Mr. . „ to be the 
Maiter Brewer. I don't find any thing after that 
date. i | | 92 1} 

 Q None ſince the year 1722? 

A. None; I find many recommendations from the 


Admiralty to the General Courts, to deſire that they 


will recommend a perſon, ſuch as the Organiſt. 
Q. How many books have you brought? 


Q. I think you was defired.to make ſome ſearch 


the firſt hundred that was taken into the Hoſpital ; 
that they had conſidered of the officers and ſervants 


January, 1716, I find that the General Court re- 


room of Mr. Vendrick, deceaſed. On the gth of 
December, 1716-17, the General Court recom- 
mended to the Admiralty Mr. Thomas Browne, to 
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A. I have brought thoſe books: They re What 


.T have made theſe extracts from, and 1 brought the 


books that I might refer to them. 4 If 
Qi Put marks in them; and let them be handed 
up to the table? VVV 
A. There are marks in them: there are papers 
which refer to the particular dates. „ 
(The books and the papers were laid on the table.) 
Q. You mention an inſtance of ſix recommended. 


; 1 thoſe was appointed; was he not? 


It was ſo. N 
Q. Was any one appointed, who was not included 


iti the recommendation? :- 


A. Ir will appear by the books, that the liſt of 
theſe people has been omitted to be entered at the 
bottom of the Memorial to the Prince: they have 
not entered the names of the ſeyeral people then 
recommended, | | 
Q. Does it not appear in any account of the 
Hoſpital, whether thoſe perſons were actually in the 
office afterwatds ? | 

A. It is impoſſible to know that, nnleſs we knew 
the perſons recommended, and there is no liſt of 
them. | | 


[ My. Ibbetſon withdrew: 
Mr. MAU I. E called in again, Clerk of the Cheque. 


Q. Whether from the liſt of different officers 
that have been appointed by warrant from the Ad- 
miralty, you have made any computation of the 
number that have been appointed ſince the preſent 
Lord has been at the head of the Admiralty ? 


A. I am preparing the liſt, I have not quite 


finiſhed it, I ſhall ſoon have done it. His Grace 


the Duke of Richmond, ordered me to make ſuch a 
liſt, a little before the Houſe met; I immediately 
began to prepare it. 1 5 | 
Q With regard to thoſe officers that are landmen, 
does it come within your knowledge that any of 
them have given any thing for their employment? 
A. Not to my knowledge. | - 
Q. Do you particularly know whether the Chap- 
lains have made any allowance to the preceding 
Chaplains for coming into office? | 
A. I don't know farther than report; I cannot 
take it upon me to ſay it is ſo; 18 | 


Q. Was not you in an office that received the pay, 


and did you always tranſmit that pay? What office 
was you in when theſe gentlemen were firſt appointed 


Chaplains? | 


A. I was Treaſurer's Clerk. | 5 
Q. As ſuch, did you pay the Chaplains? 
A. Tes. | 5% OT Is 
Q. Did you pay it to them or their predeceſſors? 
A. I cannot take upon me to ſay that at preſent. 
Q. Recollect. F & | 
A. I have often paid the ſalaries of different officers 
ro their relations or friends, upon their ſigning the 
books of the Hoſpital ; I don't recolle& the caſe of 
the Chaplains at preſent; I have frequently paid the 


officers ſalaries to different people. 


Q: Pleaſe to endeayour to recolle&, whether you 
ever ſince the preſent Chaplains have been appointed, 


have paid any of their pay to the late Chaplains ? 


A. I believe I may. | 
Q. The late Chaplains were Mr. Tindal and 
Mr. Cambell ? | | . | | 
2 A. Yes. | . | 
Q. Who came in upon Mr. Tindal's reſignation? 
A. Mr. Cook. 15 1 . 
Q. Do you recollect whether you have or not paid 
any of Mr. Cook's pay to Mr. Tindal, ſince he has 
been a Chaplain? ; O19 
A. I cannot take upon me to ſpeak to that at 
preſent. | 


- Q. Have you paid any of the other Chaplains pay 


to Mr. Cambel] ? 


A. No. ra To ed i oe any 
8 Q. I under- 
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2. 1 underſtood you to ſay before, that — 
thought cat had paid ſome of their pay 'to 

redeceſſors 
F A. Some of Mr. Coole , 1 believe, I have paid! 
but I cannot ſay poſitively, 9 GORE: to the 
books of the He pital. | 

Q. Do you think that by ocferricg to your b books 
you could ſpeak more poſitivehy? 

A. Yes; I believe I could. 


7 Q. What was Mr. Tindal's age when Mr, Cook 
ſucceded him? _ 


A. I believe e one or two . 
Q. Did not Mr. Tina ule to diſcharge the for 
by Deputy ? 
A. For 1 5 years. 
* And did not Mr. Cambell do the Gaze 2 
A. They jointly procured a perſon to do the duty 
for them. 


Q. Did they lately perform the duty in perſon ? 


Have they ſince Lord — * bene at the 
Board? 
A. No; very ſeldom. 


Q. Was Mr. Tindal's Curate ras pan in the 


Hoſpital ? 

A, The Curate of the Hoſpital had a room or 
two, and has been . for a great number of 

ears. 
: Q. I think. you ſaid the other day, that Mr. 
Cambell, the Chaplain of the Hoſpital, had ran 
away from a Fe iP >a had his R taken off after. 
wards; did you lay that ? 

A. I believe T did. 

Q. From whence did you gather that information ? 


A. From the oY Office. I believe it may be 
proved from the books of the Navy Office, an the 


Admiralty books; there is an order on the books of ployed to do buſineſs, afloat, rigging, and ſeveral 


the Admiralty, by which he received that five or fix 
| months pay. 


Do you know the. particulars of that running 
away ? 


A. No; there are people that can give an account. 


of that, I believe. 

Q Do you ſpeak from hearſay? 1 

A. I ſpeak of what I ſaw upon paper, that Mr. 
Cambell had belonged ſix or ſeven, or five or fix 
months to a ſhip, and had ran away ; he had intereſt 
at the Admiralty, and had got that R taken off, and 
there is an order from the Admiralty for his receiving 
his pay, and he did receive it, 

de eue what year that was in | d 

A. No 

Q. Can you gueſs at all at it? 

A. No; 1 cannot. 

* Did you ſee it yourſelf? 

No. 


G Whether of late years, before the een 


of the two preſent Chaplains, the man appointed 


by Mr. Tindal and Mr. Cambell as their Curate, 


for ſome time did not do the nn A of the 
Hoſpital? 
A. He did. 
Q Whether in Mr. Cambell 1 Mr. Tindas 
time; they ever did any duty at the Infirmary ? 
ever. 


Q. Is there any duty done there now ? | 

A. There is conſtantly. | 

Q. You ſaid that the preſent Chaplains were en- 
tered upon the books of ſome ſhip, and that their 
pay went to the Hoſpital; I did not quite underſtand 
that, be ſo good as to explain it? 


A. By virtue of their appointment to 8 
Hoſpital, one is borne upon the Ordinary, which 
is the hulk at Deptford, and the other at Woolwich, 
and they receive the groats for their ſervants and for 
themiclves; the Hoſpital ecgives that, in aid from 
the Treaſury of the Navy. 

Q. When they are borne union theſe hulks, are 
they as Chaplains to theſe ſhips ? 

A. Ker! 3 they are. 


P I. O R DS. 

Q. When a Clergyman is appointed Chaplain to 

Greenwich Hoſpital, is it in conſequence of his ap- 

RED that he beobajes: Chaplain alſo to a 

A. Te has erer been ſo ince I can recolledt.: Wee 

Q. it under one ere or are 1 be. 
e 

A. They are ſeparate appointments, bot one is in 
conſequence of the other. 

Q. Now for what hulks are theſe gentlemen ap- 
pointed Chaplains ? 

A. I don't recolle& the names of the fhips now. 

Q. In theſe two ſhips, are there any men ? 

A. There are men in the hulks; the men that are 
lent from Greenwich Hoſpital; and -all thoſe men 
that are lent from other ſhips that come from 
ford, they are all victualled in, and borne on board 
of the Ordinary, and therefore all the Chaplains 
for that ſhip, and the whole ng. goes in to 
Greenwich Hoſpital. | 


of that? 
A. No; none. 


Q. Are they liable to be called upon for an duty ? 
A. I never heard that they were, 0 7 


Q. Then the additional appointments which are 


given to a Chaplain, for himſelf and for his ſervant, 
are converted to Greenwich nen for the uſe of 
the Hoſpital ? 

A. Yes. | 


Q. But they are paid and diſcharged 65 Chap: | 


lains of ſuch a hulk ? 

A. Yes, the Treaſurer for the Navy pays the pay 
due to them, as Chaplains of the hulk to Greenwich 
Hoſpital. 1 have paid it myſelf many times. 

Q. Are not the Ordinary the men that are em- 


things of that ſort. 
* All a-float. 


Q. Are they Dei to a «bulk, not 


to a ſhip? | 
A. They are paid as belonging oa hulk, not to a 


IP. 
Q. To a hulk, which 1s an old ſhip, cut down 


| wich a pair of ſheers, and min in it? 


A. Yes. ” 

Q: Then have they not four-pence a Seth out of 
every man's pay who 1 is concerned in chat Jud . 

A. Yes, 

iD Was you ever r concerned in any other dock: 


os No. | 

Q. This four-pence a m is only a de, if 1 
underſtand you right, of giving that pay to Green- 
wich Hoſpital, in aid of the revenue of the Hoſpital; 
if I underſtood you right, it is a ſinecure at Wool. 
wich and Deptford, becauſe the men go to church in 
the pariſh churches, they being both in towns; but 
at Portſmouth, Chatham, and Plymouth, the Chap- 
lain does the my of the Ordinary, and reads | 1 an 
to the Ordinary? 

A. Yes; there are church-ſhips there, 

Q. Theſe gentlemen do no duty, they are not 
Sea-Chaplains by being eee Chaplain to the 
Ordinary? 8 

A. No; certainly not. 

Q. Is it uſual or not for theſe Chaplains, who 
have ſerved a regular time at fea, to pay any thing 
out of the pay ſo earned towards the charity of 
Greenwich Hoſpital ; I don't mean people who have 
— borne on board of 1 for an infant may be 

at 

A. The ſtoppages are all made by the proper offi- 
cers; it is not in the option of the Chaplain whether 
he will contribute or no, all ſtoppages whatever are 
made at the Pay-Office: there is a ſtoppage made 
out of their pay always, regularly every month, for 
Greenwich Hoſpital, whether they like it or not. 


Q Do you look upon perſons to have a right 
to hold a Chaplainſhip in Greenwich Hoſpital, who 
| can 


. 7 8 1 3 | 
8 oa 1 


Q. Do the Chaplains do any duty i in conſequence 5 
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kan claim it no acker; ways than: having been borne 


on board of a Wy or an -bulk? You have _ the 
Charter? 7 
A. I have. 
Q. Then you will anſwer qhe-Gueſtion 1 have pur ? 
A. I can not give any anſwer. to that. 

G. Are you acquainted with the dock yards of 
Porcſmouth, Plymouth, or Chatham, to know the 
manner the Chaplains do the _ and are pos 
there? 

A. No, I am not maſter of the ſubje&—T have 
been frequently therez I have bern on board a church- 
ſhip at prayers; but how their proceedings are there, 


1 cannot take upon me to ſay. 


Q. Do you apprehend that the Chaplains of thoſe 
dock yards are paid for the ordinary buſineſs, being 
paid by che dock yard for the duty on IEP the 
9 | 
A. They are not paid for the Ordinary, I take i It, 
They are ſeparate Chaplains, I think. . 
Q. Yau are not ſure of that? 
A. I think it is ſo; but J will not be poſitive. 
2 Then we will come to Deptford or Woolwich. 
Do you know, or liave you ever heard, that there 


were two Chaplains, one for the Ordinary at Dept- 
ford, another for the N at ren n ? me 


you ever hear that? 

A. No, I never heard it. 

Q. Upon the preſent eftabliſhment of 1 the gs: 
lains for D Deptford and Woolwich z for I apprehend 
that one of the Chaplains is borne on board the hulk 
at Deptford or Woolwich. Is 1 it ſo? 

A. It is ſo. f 

Q. What becomes of out pay "= 

A. I have ſaid before, it goes to the Hoſpital, in 
aid to the revenue : I have many years received i it 
myſelf, when I was the Treaſurer's Deputy. 

Q. Then fince the Hoſpital has been eſtabliſhed, 


there has been no duty done on board the Ordinary 
of Deptford and Woolwich ? bee does i it amount 


to? Is it conſiderable? 

A. Not very conſiderable, | 

Q. From what ſtoppage does it come? 

A. The Treaſurer of the Navy makes the ſtop- 
Pages, and he pays it under the ſeveral heads of 
Chaplains wages, and groats for the Ordinaries. 


Q. Are the Chaplains for the Ordinaries borne on 


board the hulks, ſuppoſed to be Chaplains of all 
the ſhips lying at "that port? 


A. No, it has nothing to do with the ſhips at 


that port, on y the men that are borne on board the 
hulks. 


Q. Is not the Chaplain of a dock-yard, Chaplain 


of the whole Ordinary, let it be Deptford, Wool- 


wich, or Chatham ? 

A. I believe not, for this reaſon; for if Chaplains 
to the dock-yards were Chaplains to the whole Ordi- 
nary, Greenwich Jags ung could not receive it at 


the ſame time. 


Q. There is a i Chaplain beſides to Woolwich: and 
Deptford ? 

A. One of the Chaplains of Greenwich Hoſpital 
is Chaplain to the Ordinary at Deptford; the other, 
to the Ordinary at Wool wich. 

Q. Are there any Chaplains to the : dock-yards of 
Woolwich and Deptford ? 

A. I believe nor. 


Q. Then the Chaplains of Greenwich Hopial 


are ſuppoſed to do the whole duty? 


A. Of the Ordinary. 


Q_ But no duty has been done fince the ctabliſh- | 


ment of Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
A. Not, ſo far as I know. 


Q. From whence does the pay of Chaplains, as 
rated on board a ſhip, ariſe ? 


A. The Chaplain, for inſtance, of Deptford in paid 


Ordinary; he is entered on board of the hulk as 
Chaplain of her, and has a ſervant allowed him; his 
pay is, I think, 178, 6d. a month; his ſervant has 
the ume. That pay of himſelf and ſervant goes to 


* 
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Greenwich Hoſpital; his pay ariſes from being borne 
on board that ſhip; it is for wages and victuals. 
Q. What was that you mentioned ſometime ago 
about the groats ? 
A. All the men that are borng on board the hulk; 
the pay is 28. every ordinary and able ſeaman has 25; 
more than his pay, but there is a deduction out of 
it of 6d; for the Cheſt at Chatham, 6d. for Green- 
wich eee 4d. for the Chaplain, and 2d, for 
the "Q, Fhen 
hen theſe Chaplains at Greenwich: Hoſpital 
alſo borne as Chaplains of the hulk ? F rom what 
— do their groats ariſe? 
A. From all the men who are a- float, and work 


a-Hloat | in rigging the ſhips, which are botne upon 


the hulks at Deptford and Greenwich. 
* Then do the Chaplains do duty for them ? 
A. They do not. 

Q. Then there is received 4d. from each ot che 
men at the Ordinaries, both of Woolwich and Dept- 
ford, which goes to the Chaplains firſt, and is from 
thence — ed to Greenwich Hoſpital ? | 

A. No, the Treaſury of the Navy pays it to the 
Hoſp ital. | 
Q. So, that is 4d. beſides the 6d. paid from the 
pockets of theſe men, that is transferred to Green- 


wich Hoſpital ? Now, by what authority is this done ? 


Is there any order for it ? 
A. That I cannot tell; it is the cuſtom and uſage 


of the navy, which I believe has been time imme- 2 | 


morial. 
Q. Beſides the perfons you mentioned, which ate 


warrant officers, there are other officers which belong 


in ſome meaſure to Greenwich Hoſpital, who are 
Wt” relative to the Derwentwater eſtate, which 
you have not mentioned. Is there not a PRE to 
the Derwentwater eſtate ? 

A. There are two. | 

Q. Who are they? _ 

A. One is Nicholas Walton) 3 the other i is, I think; 
John Turner. 

Q. Are they either of them ſeafaring men? 

A. Neither. 


Q. Is there not a 1 belonging to the Der- 


wentwater eſtate ? 
A. Yes. | 
Q. In whoſe gift is that ? 5 
A. The Gat Court, I believe. 
Q. Who is the perſon that has it.at preſent ? 
A. I believe his name is Scott, 
O. A famaus literary man; a man who has wrote 
things 2 | 
A. I believe the ſame. 
Qi. Do you know what writings he has publiſhed ? 
A. No, I don't know any thing of that. 


Q. Do you know what the value of that living is? 


A. I have heard it eſtimated a thouſand ; ſome 
54 ſaid 1 it is from 7 to 800, and ſo on to 1000. a 


8 Whether the Office of the two Stec, * 


pointed to receive the rents and profits of the Der- 


wentwater eſtates, might not be occupied by men 
who have been Secretaries at ſea, and who are well 
accuſtomed to and acquainted with accounts? 

I ſhould apprehend not. 

Q. For what reaſon? 

A. The Derwentwater eſtate 0 of a vaſt 


quantity of land; there are a great many mines on it 


of lead, and which the Hoſpital makes a vaſt quan- 
tity of ſilver from; ; there are a vaſt quantity of 
woods, and a great track of land. I have been at ſea 
a great many years, and, I apprehend, there are very 


few people there that would be capable of managing 
tuch a vaſt eſtate as that is. 


yy How, and in what manner, are thoſe Stewards 


A. They are allowed to deduct their poundage; 
whenever they remit money to the Treaſurer, they 


deduct their poundage. 


Q. How much in the pound * ? Poet | 
A. Sixpence, 
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| Your Lordſhips will pleaſe to obſerve, (t 


F HOUSE © 


A. Sixpence. 


Q. How much is the Rem value of this 8 

A. Seventeen, eighteen, twenty thouſand pounds 
a year. 155 
Q Twenty-ſix thouſand pounds, i is it not ? | 
A. We have not received 20,0001. for theſe laſt three 


years, not, upon an average,more than 18 or 19,000], | 


Q. There are two Stewards that have 6d. in an 


| pound for receiving this ?. 


A Yes; | 
. Could not one Steward * this 3 WM 


| WP I ſhould ſuppoſe not; becauſe there are times 


of the year that they go out upon a Circuit, to. view 
all the eſtate, and hold their Courts, and the other re- 
mains to receive their rents, at the town of Newcaſtle. 
] believe the reſidence of both of the Stewards is in 
that neighbourhood, but there is a great part of the 
year they are out viſiting the eſtates, 

Q. So you think it is neceſſary to have two 
Stewards upon that occaſion, of nigung the eſtates ? 

A. I think fo. 755 

Q, How many Manors are there upon theſe eſtates? 

A. I really cannot tell, there are a great many. 

Q. Are there fifteen or ſixteen Manors? 

A. I ſhould ſuppoſe a great many more. 

Q. Are there any F ee to take 
care of theſe Manors ? | 

A. Yes, I believe there are. 

Q And what do they do with the game? 

A. I have lived from a very little boy in Green- 

wich Hoſpital, and I never ſaw any of the game that 
any of the Officers have ever had, a bud or a hare, 
from the eſtate. | ds.” 1 5 

Q. Pray who has the game ? 55 8 

A, I cannot ſay, I never heard who had. 

Q. I ſuppoſe the Game Keepers themſelves know? 

A. Yes, I ſuppoſe the neighbouring Gentlemen of 
the country have the principal part of it. 

Q. Have they one Game-Keeper, or have they 
more, for a Manor? What is the cuſtom? _ 

A. The appointment of them does not lie within 
my knowledge; I think ten or eleven were appoint- 
ed ſome few years ago. 

Q. Has this Mr. Scott, we have been ſpeaking 
of, been a Sea Chaplain ? 

A. Not that I know of. 

L Maule mide. 


Captain BAILLIE called in again. 


Sago to give an account of who are the Offi- 
cers that at preſent conſtitute the Council of Green- 
wich Hoſpital. 

A. The Governor preſides; the Lieutenant- 


Governor, the four Captains, eight Lieutenants, the 


Secretary, the Auditor, the two Chaplains, the Ste- 
| Hofpital has conſtantly attended the Houſe Council ? 


ward, and Phyſician, compoſe the Council of Green- 
wich Hoſpital. 
Inform the Houſe by what form they are 


appointed ? 


A. They are appointed by virtue of a Commiſſion 
from the Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty, to 


conſtitute a Council for the better Government of the 


penſioners and ſervants of the Hoſpital. 

Q. Pleaſe to inform the Committee what number 
of theſe there are that are landmen, that have not 
been at ſea? 

A. The Secretary, the Auditor, the two Chaplains, 
and the Steward, have not, by report, been ſeafaring 
men. 

Q. How long have they been appointed of the 
Council ? 

A. The greater part of them have been for 5 
years; the preſent Secretary, 1 believe, is the firſt 
that ever was in the Council ef Greenwich Hoſpital ; 
though I don't remember, till lately, that the two 
Chaplains were in the Conimiſſion, only Lib 5 boot 
y the 


number of the Council of Greenwi oſpital, 


the Government of the Hoſpital is in the hands of 


F LORD S. 


inferids; Officers; they out-number the Governor 24 
principal perſons 'in that Council, two to one. = 

Q. Can you remember the times of appointment 
to the Council of theſe five landmen? © 

A. I believe the Secretary was appointed of the 
Council by Lord Hawke. An additional Chaplain 
by the preſent firſt Lord of the Admiralty. 

Q. Which of thoſe men were appointed by the pre- 
end Lord of the Admiralty, and which by Lord 


Hawke, or was the other appointed by Lord N 


or who? 


A. When 1 firſt came into the Hoſpital, Mr. Tin: 
dal was of the Council; it became, neceſſary that 


ſuch Officers as they had ſhould be of the Council, 


in the beginning, becauſe there were "yy few Naval | 
Officers. 

Q: I think chat you hal ſaid, that the Civil Of. 
cers now, who conſtitute theſe Boards, are two to one 
more than the military? . 

A. The inferior Officers, including thoſe; ou out-num- | 
ber the ſuperior Officers of the Hoſpital, two to one, 

Q Originally, I think you ſaid, they were obliged. 
to take ſuch Officers as they had? 

A. In the beginning they were forced to ) take, as 
I ſuppoſe, the Steward and the Chaplains, and thoſe 
Civil Officers, for want of a ſufficient number of Cap. 
tains and Lieutenants, as there were but few of thoſe 
Officers at firſt, and, for many years after, only two 


Captains and four Lieutenants; and, therefore, in 


order to make up a number for a Council, 1 ern 
the Chaplains, &c. were includec. | 
Q. Do you recolle& at .any time before the pre- 


ſent, any perſons, that were not ſeafaring __ of the 


Council ? , 

A. The former Stewards: and Chaplains were ſea- 
faring men, and as ſuch were in the Council of the 
Houſe and I humbly conceive, that the Council of 
the Hoſpital ought, . by: ie Qharter, to be bee 
of Sea Officers only. 

Q. I want to explain « one ching. tbat 1 don? t com- 
prehend from you, that was relative to the Council; 
how far do you 8⁰ back, aſking of the Council of che 
Houſe? | 

A. Some years before 1 came into the Hoſpital; 
about ſeventeen years ago, there were not ſo many 
Officers in the Council of the Houſe as there arc 


now, there were but four Lieutenants, &c. 


Q. But all ſeafaring men, I apprehend? , 

A. They were, in the beginning, all "20" RR ; 
I cannot ſpeak poſitively: of things before 1 came into 
the Hoſpital. 

Q. Was the Council of the Houſe obliged, by 
the original Commiſſion, to be ſeafaring men? 

A. I conceive it entirely in that light, and alſo by 
the preſent Charter. 

Whether the preſent Governor of Geotnwich 


A. By the laws of the Hoſpital, the Governor is to 
hold a Council once a week, for the government _ 


diſcipline of the Hoſpital. 


Does he attend it? | 

A He does not preſide once a week, but, I'be- 
lieve, he may preſide once in a year. | 

Q. Who appoints the Clerk of the Council? 

A. The appointment lies in the Governor. 

Does the Clerk of the Council live in the 
Hoſpital ? 
A. I have never ſcen him in the Hoſpital | 58 
once at dinner, in the courſe of ſeven years. 

Q. Has he any apartment there? f 

A. There is a large apartment appropriated * bis 
uſe, but has never been occupied by him. 

Q. Does he attend the Councl p.- 

A. He has not once, 

2. Does any body elle occupy che ene of 
this Clerk? 

A. No, it is not yet kniſhed. 

Q. You ſay the Chaplains bave been ſcafaring men, 
was Dr. Cambell a ſeataring man ? | 
A. I underſtand he was reckoned a N avy Cage! ? 
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O Do you know how long he ſerv? | 
A. No. 52 ke 3% 
Q. How much tit 
name and reputation of a ſeafaring man? 
A. As to the reputation of a ſeafaring man, it is 
impoſſible to 


others can in ſeven years. 
ſix weeks at ſea, in the whole courſe of your life, 


| ſhould you reckon yourſelf a ſeafaring man? 
A. I certainly ſhould nor. 


Q. I believe you omitted one of the Officers of the 


Council, the Treaſurer, I believe, you did not name ? 


recollect that he is. N 
' Q. As you have ſaid that you ſhould not have 
looked upon yourſelf as a feafaring man, 


upon yourſelf more as a ſeafaring man, if you had been 
only borne upon the books of a ſhip. 

A. He cannot, in any degree, be ſaid to be a ſea- 
faring man, that has not ſet his foot on 
ſhip, and has not ſeen ſalt water. | 


Q. You faid Mr. Turner was one of the Res: 


ceivers of Lord Derwentwater's rents? 
A. Tes. | VV 
Q. Is he a ſeafaring man? 
A. I never heard that he was. 
Q. Was he ever at ſea in his life? 
A. I never heard that he was. 
Q What was his profeſſion ? | 
A. I believe he was an Attorney, and Commiſſioner 
of Bankrupts. 5 1 
Q. Can you tell from whence he came? 
F A. Yes, I know very well, if it is proper for me to 
ay it. N | I 
Qt I preſume I may have an anſwer to that? 


A. I believe he ſerved the Office of Mayor of Hun- 


tingdon. Eg 
Q. Was he bred an Attorney or not? 
A. I believe he was bred an Attorney. 


Q. Do you think that a Purſer of a ſhip, that has 


ſerved as a Purſer ſome years, or a Clerk, might not as 
well receive theſe rents as him ? . 

A. There are certainly Purſers, and Admirals Se- 
cretaries, that are, in my humble judgment, as well 
qualified to receive the rents as he, | 

Q. Did he ever practiſe as an Attorney? 

A. I believe he did. T6 . | 

Q. Was he ever concerned in any elections, that 
you know of? | I 

A. I believe he was an Agent at Huntingdon ? 

Q. If, in yeur opinion, you think a man that has 
been at ſea moſt part of life underſtands lands, 
woods, and mines ? | | NEED, 

A. I think the greateſt and beſt qualification for 
the Steward of the Derwentwater eſtate, is a man re- 
puted to be an honeſt, upright man. 

Q. You have been aſked, if you knew how long 
Dr. Cambell had been at ſea, you have anſwered, 
you are not ſure, but believe a very ſhort time; now I 
ſhould like to know whether Dr. Cambell was really 
at ſea, as a profeſſional man, before he got this, or 
only went to fea merely to qualify himſelffor * 

A. U really don't know the particular circumſtance 
of Dr. Cambell's caſe or ſituation ; he was one of the 
Chaplains of Greenwich Hoſpical, when J was ap- 
pointed a Captain there, and [ underſtood that he had 
been a Navy Chaplain ; whether he had been ſo mere- 
ly for qualification or not, I cannot ſay. 

Q. Who officiates at the Council as Clerk ? 

A. The Steward's Clerk. To Fe: 

Q. What is his name? 

A. Daniel Ball. 


- 


[Captain Baillie withdrew, 
DANIEL BALL called in. 


Q. Do you officiate as Clerk of the Council? 
A. I have. 


ſervice entitles a man to have the 


ſay what conſtitutes a ſeafaring man; 

ſome men will underſtand more in half a year, than 
n _ at ſea? 

Q. With regard to yourſelf, ſuppoſe yod had: been 


if you had 
been only ſix weeks at fea, would you have looked 


board of a 


A. Yes, for the table money 


25 
Q. Who does the Council conſiſt of? | 
A. The Governor, Lieutenant-Governor, four 
Captains, eight Lieutenants, two Chaplains, the Phy- 
ſician, the Secretary, the Auditor, and the Steward. 
Q. How are they appointed ? | 
A. By a Commiſſion from the Admiralty. | 
Q. Do you know any of them that have not been 


A. I don't know in particular, I believe the wo. 
Chaplains and the Steward, [I believe the Auditor is 


not a ſeafaring man, and I believe the Secretary is 


not. | OE 
Q. You don't know that any of them have been 


at ſea? | | 
A. He is not in the Council of the Houſe, I don't 


A. I don't know, to my knowledge, that they are 


called ſeafaring men. 


Q. Haw are you paid, whether as Clerk of the, 
Council or not? 1 | 

. A, 1 was paid, by the Governor's Clerk, an allow- 
ance; he allowed me his table money of 30l. a year, 


14d. a day, for doing the duty, as [ reſided in the 


Hoſpital. | FͤꝙF 
. Q. What is the Clerk of the Council's whole pay? 
A. Fifty pounds a year, and table-money beſides. 
Q. So you do the duty for the table money only? 
only, _ | 
[ My. Ball withdrew, 


Captain BAILLIE called in again, 


C Inform the Committee what you know relative 
to the proſecutions that have been carried on, at dif- 


ferent times, by the Hoſpital, againſt the contracting 
butcher or his ſervant? i x 


A. In September, 1771 and 1772, there were al- 


moſt univerſal complaints, amongſt the Penſioners, 
of the ſmallneſs of their meſs pieces of meat, and of 


the bad qualities of it; there were repeated com- 
plaints, which I have repreſented very frequently to 


my predeceſſor in Office; he adopted a mode of giv- 


ing any Penſioner that complained, a choice piece 
next day after they had ſo complained, The com- 
plaints increaſing, I thought I would ſet a watch 1 7 | 

All- 


on the butcher, with the aſſiſtance of Captain 


wright and Lieutenant Kerr; we detected the butcher's 
ſervant ſtealing a large quantity of butcher's meat; 
when he was detected, he had no other excuſe, than 
that he was carrying it back as ſurplus meat, the pro- 
perty of his Maſter, the Contractor. We detected him 
carrying off ;71b. at one time, and 20lb. that was ſe- 
creted as doceurs for other people in the kitchen; 
upon this we carried him before a Juſtice of Peace, 
Mr. Charles Brett, of Greenwich, and he committed 
him; we, the Officers, were bound over to proſecute. 


This complaint I laid before the Board of Directors, 


in order that we might be indemnified in the expence 
of the proſecution, The man was bailed, though a 
felon, cold water was thrown on this proſecution in 
the Hoſpital; and the Solicitor, Mr. Evereſt, told me 
that there was no proof againſt him, that he would be 
acquitted, and he would lay a wager of it; this alarmed 
myſelf and other Officers; we went to Sir John Field- 
ing, who ſaid words of that kind were very improper 
to be made uſe of by the Solicitor who was ordered to 
proſecute him; he ſaid he would iſſue out a warrant 
to re apprehend him, but the Butcher's ſervant was 
even too dextrous for Sir John Fielding, he made his 
eſcape ; but Sir John ſaid, if we would go down to 


Maidſtone, he would put us in a way to catch him at 


a public-houſe there, where he was ſure he would go 
in order to know whether the bills of indictment 
would be found againſt him, in that caſe he would be 
off; if the bills were not found, he would come 
forth. Accordingly we took a warrant, from Sir John 
Fielding, down to Maidſtone ; and we apprehended 
Mr, Emanuel Tucker, at the houſe Sir John recom- 
mended to us, lodged him in goal, and that afternoon 
two bills of indictment were found againſt him; he 
was tried the next morning, convicted, and ordered 
to be tranſported for ſeven years. After this, the 

complaints 
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complaints of the penſioners in regard to the ſize of 
the meat ceaſed; the pieces were of their proper 


weight, 41b. in each meſs piece, but the meat conti- 
nued bad indeed, inſomuch that ſoon afterwards 
there were complaints from the Phyſician, the Sur- 


con, and the Diſpenſer of Greenwich Hoſpital, in 
furniſning bad and putrid veal for the ſick,” I beg 


leave to refer to the Minutes of the Council to prove 


the ſort of veal that was ſerved to the ſick men in the 
Infirmary: Mr. Ball has theſe accounts. - 1038 


(Te Minutes of the Council refers ed to.) : 


April 4, 1774, at a Council, &c. preſent, Lieu- 
tenant-Governor Baillie, Captain Mapleſden, Lieu- 
tenant Gordon, Lieutenant Moyle, Lieutenant Beſſon, 
Lieutenant Kerr, Lieutenant Lefebre, Lieutenant 
Neville, Lieutenant Smith, the Rev. Mr. Cook, Rev. 


Mr. Maule, and Dr. Hoſſack. The Cook of the In- 


firmary having repreſented to the Diſpenſer, that the 


veal provided for the ſick on Sunday laſt was very 
bad, and Mr. Pocock having in ſpected the ſame, was 


of that opinion, and ordered it to be carried to the 
Phyſician, who finding it unfit to eat, ordered it to be 


carried to the butcher ; he refuſed to take it back, 
ſaying, it had been received by the Clerk of the 
Cheque's Clerk and Steward's Clerk, and left it in the 
kitchen, which the Lieutenant Governor being made 
acquainted with, came into the kitchen; ſeeing the 
veal bad, not fit to eat, called in Captain Mapleſden, 
&c. to inſpect the ſame, who declared it Was not eat- 
able; Lieutenants Kerr and Smith, the Rev. Mr. 


Cook and the Rev. Mr, Maule, being then on the 


ſquare, were all called in; who declared ir as their opi- 
nion, that the veal was very bad and unfit for the 
penſioners ; the Lieutenant Governor, in conſequence 
thereof, gave it in charge of the Cook to keep it ſafe, 
that it might be produced this day in Council, and 


afterwards ſent Boatſwain Tyrell to acquaint him of 
it; but the Cook not producing the meat, according 


to order, was ſent for to know the reaſon of it, when 


he gave for anſwer, the Contractor's man came for it, 
told him he was going to the Council with it, but in- 


ſtead of that had carried it ſecretly away; the Council 
were unanimouſly of opinion, that the butcher had 
much impoſed upon the Hoſpital in ſending ſuch bad 


meat, and that the Clerks did not do their duty in 


receiving it. They laid it before the Board of Direc- 


tors, for them to give ſuch orders as might prevent 


the like impoſition in future. ä 
Q. Captain Baillie will go on? 


A. There are other Minutes of the Council con- 


cerning that veal, which may be too tedious perhaps 


for the Houſe to hear, the Minutes of the 8th, of the 


11th and 15th day of April, all to the ſame purport, 
which not being taken proper notice of by the Board 
of Directors, as appears by all thoſe Minutes, if 
your Lordſhips chuſe any of theſe Minutes to be 
read, it may be entering into too tedious a detail 
for your Lordſhips; but finding no redreſs on behalf 
of the ptnſioners on account of that complaint, and 


ſeveral others, I determined to complain no more to 


the Board of Directors, in reſpe& of the quality of 
the penſioners proviſions ; I therefore thought I would 
ſet a watch upon the maſter, as well as upon the 


man. The butcher was, however, ſent for by the 


Board of DireQors in conſequence of that Minute, 
and reprimanded by the Governor: the Governor 


was pleaſed to tell him he ſhould not ſupply Green- 


wich Hoſpital any longer than that contract; Mr. 
Melliſn, the Contractor, replied, he would ſerve 
Greenwich Hoſpital, and that when that contract 
was out, he would have another. | 

Q. Was you preſent when Mr. Melliſh ſaid he 
would ſerve Greenwich Hoſpital ? e 

A. I was preſent, and he added, that no fault was 
ever found with his meat, till that troubleſome fel- 
low, the Lieutenant- Governor, got into office; and 
Mr. Hicks fneered, and ſaid, Egad he fticks cloſe to 
the Lieutenant- Governor; upon this I refolved to 
complain no more to the Board of Directors, in re- 
ipect. to the quality of the meat; but would ſt 


D nnd 4 
a watch upon the Contractor himſelf, 48 weil ad 


upon his ſervant; and upon the 12th of June, 1 
received information from ;the _butcher's own fer. 


vants, that he had, for a conſiderable, time, killed 
bulls and bull ſtags for the penſioners. I carried 


thoſe witneſſes ta London, where. they were ex- 
amined by Mr. Juſtice Pell, (I have the original de- 


poſitions in my pocket) where they depoſed, that they 
had, for a conſiderable time paſt; ſlaughtered bulls, 


wzich were cut up for the aſe of the penſioners, 


brought down to Greenwich Hoſpital, and ſerved u 


at their tables. I repreſented this to Sit Charles 
Hardy, the Governor, deſiring he would lay the depo- 


ſitions before the Board of Directors, that the Con- 
tractor might be proſecuted; they were laid before 
the Board of Directors, and he was proſecuted; bat 
the proſecution was carried on in ſuch à deſultory 


manner, that it was a Whole year beſore it was 
brought to an iſſue. I ſet off at firſt with ſix witneſſes, 


moſt of them the butcher's own ſervants, at laſt they 


dwindled away to only. two, the proſecution was ſo. 


tedious; and long before it came to iſſue, one man 


I was obliged to ſecret in the country, where he was 


not known, or elſe, I believe, I ſhould have loſt tha 
man alſo, and have had no evidence at all. 
Q. Did theſe fx witneſſes make affidavits? 


A. No, only three; I thought it would not be ſo 


proper to take them all to be ſuorn before I came 


into a Court of Juſtice, ſo I took three only: co be 
examined before the Magiſtrate, the proſecution was 


carried on, the butcher was convicted, but I ſhould 
have told your Lordſhips, whilſt he was under pro- 
ſecution, the Directors thought proper to renew the 
contract with the ſame man, though there lay before 
them information upon oath, that he had cheated 


the Hoſpital; I objected to that contract, but it was 


to no purpoſe. 


Q. What Court of Directors was that? call for 


the Minutes of that Court, to ſee who were preſent? 


A. I dont know the number of the Directors, but 
it will appear by the Minutes, it was in June 17753 | 
the 


believe the depoſitions were laid before 
Board of Directors; the contract was renewed in 


the March following; in the mean time I will 
inform your Lordſhips, that while he was under this 


proſecution, a ſecond contract was renewed with the 
ſame man, after he was convicted of fraud. 
(Mr. Ibbetſon produced the book of the Minutes of the 
| Cnc, N . 
A Minute of the Board of Directors of the 14th 
of June 1775 ; preſent, Sir Charles Hardy, Captain 


Baillie, Captain Hood, Mr. Fonnereau, Mr. Pett, 


Mr. Steward, Mr. Cuſt, Mr. —— a , Mr. Hicks, 
Sir Peter Dennis, Mr. Barker, Mr. Marſh, Mr. 
James, the Rev. Mr. Cook, Captain Cambell, and 
Mr. Palgrave. The Governor laid before the Board 
a paper, which had been brought to him by the 
Lieutenant-Governor, containing the affidavit of 
James Hatterſley and John Boycot, two perſons late 
in the ſervice of the butcher, and Alexander Moore, 
Cook, firſt mate, ſetting forth, that the Hoſpital has, 
for fome time paſt, been ſerved with the fleſh of bulls 
and bull-ſtags, inſtead of that of oxen, agrecable to 
the contract. Ordered, that the Solicitor lay the ſaid 
affidavits and the butcher's contract before Mr. Newn- 
ham, and take his opinion in what manner it is 
proper to proceed againſt the Contractor. 


Captain Baillie. In march following the contract | 


was renewed again, 


1 


- Mr. Ibbetſon. There is ſomething which followed 


this, the Solicitor, on the 14th of June, the very day 
the affidavits were brought, it was deſired to take an 
opinion in what manner the butcher could be pro- 
ſecuted. At the very next meeting, which was the 
24th of that month, the Solicitor delivered to the 
Board Mr. Newnham's opinion upon the caſe, laid 
before him in conſequence of the relolution of the laſt 
Board, &c. 776-0 44 
| Whereby he recommends, that both the preſent and 
former Contractor, ſhould be proſecuted on their re- 
e | ſpecti ve 
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HOUSE © 
ſpective bonds, for not having complied with their 


contracts; ordered, that the Solicitor do cauſe pro- 
ſecutions to be immediately cominenced againſt them, 


agreeable to the ſaid opinion: 2] 
Are there any other orders of the Board rela- 
tive to this buſigeſs, between the order and the re- 
newing of the contract 
A. No. On the 13th: March, 1776, preſent Gif 


Charles Hardy, Captain Baillie, Captain Hood, Mr. 


Fonnereau, Mr. Pett; Mr. Steward, Mr. Cleveland, 


Mr. Hicks, Mr. Barker, Mr. Wells, Mr. James, the 
Reverend Mr. Cook, Captain Cambell, Mr. Wells, 


and Sir Richard Bickerton, propoſals were given in 
for ſupplying the Hoſpital with meat; and Mr. Mel- 
liſh the preſent Collector, offering to do it at 1]. 128. 


per hundred weight, his propoſal was found con- 


fiderably the loweſt, and was acceptedi Order that 


the Solicitor prepare a contract between the Hoſpital 


and Mr. Melliſn accordingly: - | 
Q. Are thoſe contracts dete 
divilion? In what manner is it ſettled? _ 

A. The method of contracting with . Greenwich 
Hoſpital is, advertiſements are always publiſhed; 
and people that are inclined to ſerve the Hoſpital, give 


before they are opened, the people are called in; they 


that has been the conſtant practice; I don't ſay, whe- 
ther it has always been the practice, for it has been 
thought a uſeleſs thing latterly to call them in, after 
once they have ſent in their propoſals ſealed, then 
the loweſt propoſer is the man who has it; I never 
remember any diviſion about it. LI os 
Q., You was preſent at this Court, was you? 

A. I was preſent at the one in 1976 
Q. Do you recollect that any objection was made 


to renewing the contract with the perſon who was 


then under a proſecution by that very Board? 

A. I don't recolle& in 1776; if any was made in 
1777, I cannot ſay, becauſe I was not preſent then. 
Q. Whether after the contract was made once to 
Mr. Melliſh, was there any proof given of Mr. 
Melliſh's having ſerved the Hoſpital with any meat 
that was improper, or was there any fault found with 
his performance of the remaining part of the con- 


tract, after this gentleman was turned out? 


A. At the firſt contract, after the affidavits, I meari 
the contract in 1776, the matter had not been brought 
to trial, conſequently he had not been convicted, and 


viction, as an innocent man. 1 
Q Was, or was not this perſon who was com- 
Plained of, continued after there had proof been given 
of his ſerving the Hoſpital with bad meat; I think it 
has come out that he was diſcontinued ? 
A. No; it does not appear that he was diſcontinued, 
Was not the contract given to Mr. Melliſh ? 
A. Yes, he was the perſon that was proſecuted. 


was offered to, I underſtood you fo ? 

3 $6 | 

Q, If there had been any objection made to re- 
newing the eo. tract with this perſon, by their method 
of keeping the Minutes, that objection would appear? 

A. It certainly would, if it had been an objection 
made to the Board ; if any one of the Members pre- 


tent, had deſired that his diſſent might have been 


entered in the Minutes it certainly would, but it is 
not uſual to take down in Minutes, any thing a ſingle 
Member ſays. „ | 

O. Would it have appeared, if it had been de- 
termined by a majority ? of | 

A. Certainly it would. | 

Q. Was Captain Baillie preſent at that firf 
meeting? | 

A. He was. | in 

Q, ir does not appear that Captain Baillie did object? 


rmined by ballot or a 


their tenders in writing, thoſe tenders are ſent in ſealed 

to the Board, and the general practice has been, that of Directors??? , ., _ | 
| fitively obje& to Mr. Melliſh's having 
write their names on the outſide, and are aſked; 
whether thoſe are the loweſt propoſals ; if they ſay yes, 


they are deſired to withdraw, and then it is opened 


muſt be looked upon, I apprehend, till ſuch con- 


Q Was there any other perſon that that contract 


P. b ö i hh} 


A. It does not appear by the Minutes. 

Q. You was preſent, did he in fact object? 

A. I don't recolle& that he dia. 

Q. Can you refer to the advertiſement, and the 
form of it? _ C 8 
A. I cannot produce the form of the advertiſe- 
ment, we do not keep any copy of them they are 
things of courſe; | „ 
From your recollection of them; are thoſe ad- 
vertiſements of ſuch a nature as to oblige the Court 
to gide it tb the loweſt bidder 5 | 

A. No, there is nothing obligatory to the adver- 
tiſement; it is for ſuch perſons as may. be inclined 
to give in their propoſals at Salter's-Hall at ſuch a 
day, and ſuch a time; and they are to do it agreeable 
to a form, which they will receive at the proper 
office at Greenwich Hoſpital, where, by the adver- 
tiſement, they are directed for the form. 

Q.: Is there any thing ſaid in the advertiſement; 
that the loweſt bidders terms will be accepted ? 
„ͤũ ù 8 | . 
Q But ĩt has been the conſtant practice among the 
Directots to take the loweſtſʒ¹ 

A. Yes, ever ſince I have been there. 


Q. to Captain Baillie. Did you object at that Board 


A. I did po 
a renewal] of his contract; the anſwer was, it was a 
mere matter of ſuſpicion, and, that thoſe ſervants of 


> 


the .butcher. who had given evidence; were under 


proſecution themſelves, for ſtealing the Contraftor's 
meat; therefore their evidence ought not to be 


taken at all, upon that I ſaid no more, the contract 


was renewed. . The proſecution commenced in June, 


1775, it was not brought to iſſue till one; 1776 


after that it appeared, that Mr. Melliſn had, prior 

to this contract; ſupplied the Hoſpital with bull-beef 

for a conſiderable time. 

Q. How does it appear? e i 
A; Upon the affidavits of the different perſons 

carried before the Magiſtrate, they had ſworn to dif- 


ferent contracts; one man to the contract then ex- 


iſting, another to the contract prior to that, and I 


moved it to the Board, that he might be proſecuted 


for that contract alſo. Mr. Eden was a principal 
perſon that aſſiſted to bring on that proſecution, 
which continued another whole year. | 
Q What was the event of the firſt proſecution ? | 
A. He was proſecuted only for ten penalties, but J 
believe a hundred might have been proved in the'courſe 
of that contract; he was convicted upon ten penalties, 
Q. Was you at the trial? | 
„%% SE, | 
Q You heard the ſentence pronounced? 
A. I heard it pronounced by the Judge and jury, 


that he was convicted for ten penalties, they brought | 


the action for 100]. only. 


Q. You ſay you objected when the contract was 
renewed; whilſt he was under a proſecution ? 

A. Yes. 0 „ 

Q. You ſay ſomebody objected to your objection, 
do you recollect who that was? 5 

A. I remember very well, if it is proper to mention 
narhes, which I would rather wiſh to decline; Mr. 
Marſh, formerly a Commiſſioner of the Victualling, 
did declare, that he had heard the butcher's men 
were under proſecution, for ſtealing the Contractor's 
meat, and that defence was ſet up for him in the 
King's Bench, which appeared to be entirely ground- 


leſs, and without a ſhadow of foundation; on the 


ſecond proſecution I was ready in Court with five 

witneſſes z he was proſecuted for fifty penalties, for 

fifty breaches of contract. ST” 
Q. In what year was that? 


A. 1777. J ²˙ 
Q. This man was convicted in ten penalties, for 


ten breaches of contract; I ſuppoſe there was in the 


contract a penalty of zo]. for each breach of the 
contract? pi | 
A. Tes. 


Was 
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Q. Was there or not a general penalty beſides, 
for the breach of the contract ? 5 
A. Iunderſtood that the penalty of 10l. was merely 
to oblige him to bring his meat in due time, that 


the people might have their dinners at the proper 
hour, and a general bond for the performance of his 


covenant. in, 300l. | 

Q. Was the next contract renewed with Mr. 
Melliſh before the ſecond trial or not? KS 

A. Having been convicted in the ten penalties, 
after that the contract was renewed with him, then 
a ſecond proſecution was carried on. 3 

Q. Was the ſecond contract renewed with him, 
before the compounding the ſecond trial? 

A. Yes, after he was convicted on the firſt trial, 
he compounded the penalties on the next. | 

Q. When was that? 


A. He was proſecuted firſt in 1775 3 he was con- 


victed in 1776; and in 1776, there was a freſh pro- 


ſecution. carried on againſt him, for fifry other breaches 


of his contract. | 5 
Q. You don't underſtand me; when the contract 
was renewed a ſecond time, was it previous to his 
compounding the penalties,” for the ſecond proſecu- 
tion, or after? 8 | | 
A. The laſt contract was after he had compounded 


the penalties. 


Q. Give an account of compounding the penalties. 


A. He had ſeveral times petitioned the Board of 


Directors, acknowledging himſelf in the wrong, and 
would have ſubmitted entirely to their humanity, or 


| goodneſs towards him; the proſecution was ordered 


to be carried on, and it was brought into Court, and 
I had five witneſſes ready to convict him, when it 


was all on a ſudden compounded for one hundred 


therefore accepted. 


appear to be any by theſe Minutes, I have brought 


pounds, though he was charged with fifty breaches ; 


and, after that compoſition of the penalties, the con- 


tract was renewed again, and he ſtill ſerves Green- 


wich Hoſpital. 1 55 | | 
Q: Whether there were not two of the ſame name 


concerned? . 


A. Father and ſon, 5 1 6 
Q. Diſtinguiſn when. the contracts were made, 
who were proſecuted, the father or the ſon? 


A. I believe the father and the ſon were the ſame; 


for my part, I could never diſtinguiſh the principal ; 


* 


the ſon took upon him the contract the laſt time, in 


his own name, I believe. 

Q. In whole name was it ? 

A. They were both named Peter. 

Q. Were they both joined in it ? | 

A. In fact, I believe they were; after they had 
compounded the penalties, the contract was put up 


again, and Mr. Melliſh propoſed . I objected 'then, 


and hoped, and entreated the Board that they would 


not deal any more with a perſon who had been con- 


victed of fraud, and afterwards compounded the 


| 3 I addreſſed myſelf to Mr. Marſh, who 


ad been a Commiſſioner of Victualling, and aſked 
him, if at the Victualling Board, a hop contractor, 
that had cheated them, had not been excepted by 
public advertiſement ? 3 a 
Q. But we ſhall hear that from him? | 


A. The contract was renewed again with the very 


F | 

Q. At that time? 

A. In March, 1778. fic. 180 

Q. to Mr. Iobetſon. What was the next time to 
that, after the man was convicted, that the contract 
was renewed? ft | 

A. Thoſe have been yearly contracts; the ſecond 
time was in March, 1777. . 

Q. to Captain Baillie. What is the date of the 
conviction ? 0 | | | 

A. June, 1776, he was convicted in the ten 
penalties. 99 . 


Q. Does any thing appear in the books, relative 


to that conviction, ſince the time you have read, and 
before the time you are going to read? 
A. Yes, there docs. | 


. Q I beg that may be firſt ſtated ? | 
£1 #2; (Mr. Ibbetſon reads.) F 
On the 12th of June, 1776, the Solicitor, by his 
letter of this date, acquainted the Board, that in con- 
ſequence of their directions, two actions had been 


brought againſt the Contractors, for fupplying the 


Hoſpital with butchers meat, for having ferved bull. 
beef, and bull-ſtag beef, inſtead of good fat ox beef, 


agreeable to contract; one of the actions on the 


former contract, the other on the laſt; that, by ad- 
vice of Counſel, the action on the laſt contract, only 
was thought proper to be proceeded upon; in conſe- 
quence of which, it was brought on to a trial, before 
Lord Mansfield and a ſpecial jury, when a verdict 
was given for the Hoſpital, of one hundred pounds, 


| beſides cofts of ſuit, and coſts of the ſpecial jury; it 


was then immediately ordered, that he be proſecuted 
for the penalties on the other contraat. 
19th March, 1777, preſent Sir Charles Hardy, 
Captain Hood, Sir John Major, Mr. Hicks, Sir 
Peter Dennis, &c. propofals were given in for ſup- 
plying the Hoſpital with butcher's meat, and Peter 
Melliſh, jun. the preſent Contractor, having offered 
to do it for 11. 125. per hundred weight, his propo- 
ſal was found to be confiderably the loweſt, and was 


Was that Mr. Melliſh, jun. the preſent Con- 


ed of the fraud upon the Hoſpital ? 
A. I believe it is the ſame Mr. Melliſh. 


tractor, the ſame Mr. Melliſh who had been convict- 


Q Does any objeQion appear to have been made? 
A. I was not preſent at the Board; there does not 


— — 


the propoſals hither, there were two propoſals, and 


here they are, in the original, as preſented to the 
Board of Directors; the one from Peter Melliſh, 


which is the father, his offer was, for twelve months, 
at 345. and 4d. a hundred weight, Mr. Peter Mel- 
liſh, junior's propoſal, at the ſame time, was 325. per 
hundred weight. 5 | 


Were there only thoſe two that ſent propoſals? | 


A. There was no other ſent propoſals. 
Q. This was in March, 1777 ? 3, 
A. Tes. 


„ Has this contre been fince renewed with this 


Mr. Melliſh ? 


A. I believe it has. I think he is the preſent Con- 
tractor. On the 4th of March, 1778, one propoſal 
only being given in, by Mr. Peter Melliſh, for ſup- 
plying the Hoſpital with butcher's meat, offered at 
1]. 145. 6d. per hundred weight, his propoſal was 


accepted. 


Q. I underſtood-then from you, that this contract | 
was renewed in March, 1777, and in March, 1778, 


with Mr. Melliſh, jun. the ſame perfon that had 
been convicted in ten penalties, and afterwards com- 
pounded one hundred pound for the ſecond time ? 


A. I am pretty certain it is the ſame perſon ; the 


Solicitor will be able to explain that; but I think it 
js certainly the ſame man that has been comracted 
with three times running, and who is the preſent 


Contractor. 


\ 


tract upon which he was proſecuted ? 


he was proſecuted ; this is the original contract that 
was made with the butcher, to commence on the iſt 


of April, 1775, it is dated the 15th of March, 1775. 


Q. Who are the parties ? | 
A. Between Peter Melliſh, the younger, on one 
part, and Sir Charles Hardy, Kant. cc. | 
Q. See how the penalties a 


A. That if any of the kind & ſorts of meat afore- 
ſaid, fo to be delivered, ſhall, in the judgment of 


the Steward, or Clerk of the Cheque, be deficient in 


weight or goodneſs, or not cut as the ſame ought to 


to be ſurveyed by the Captain and Lieutenant, who- 


ſoever it ſhall be to do the duty of the week; and, if 


diſapproved of, on ſuch ſurvey, fo often as they ſhall 
neglect 


Q. Have you, in your books, any entry of the con- 


A. 1 have one of the original contracts upon which 


be, that then it ſhall be lawful to cauſe all ſuch meat 
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ect to cut the meat as agreed upon, to pay 

xs Mo for each, or every breach or default, that 
ſhall happen in the performing this contract. 

'Q. Is there not a general penalty of three hundted 

unds? 
Y That.is in a a bond, which bears date the fame 
day, the.15th of March; the bond is in the ſum of 
three hundred pounds, fer the fulfilling his contract. 

Ne "Whether or not there were bonds generally 
Sven by the butcher, who had the contract made 

o him, before that bond; whether it was: uſual in 
EY memory, to have thoſe bond? 
A. L believe it was, I cannot ſpeak e 


been made, and the butcher has been fined, and there 
"has, been a detection of this villany, the Hoſpital 
has been yl . 


given, I ſee by a notation I have made, making a 
little abſtract of the contracts made for ſome years 
back, I ſee in 1774, when he was. contracted with, 
that it is expreſsly mentioned in the Minutes, that 
care ſhould be taken, that he gave the cuſtomary 
ſecurity ; Whether the Hoſpital has been well ſerved 
fince the butcher has been, convicted, or compro- 
miſed the other action, I can't ſay; I believe it will 
appear there have been no complaints, at leaſt, 1 
have heard none; but muſt beg to refer your Lord- 
ſhips to the Military Officer there. 


advertiſement, What time is uſually given for thoſe 
e, for. perſons to deliver in their pro- 
poſals? 

A. It is ſometimes advertiſed longer, ſometimes 
ſhorter, juſt as it happens; generally a week's notice 
is given, and my Clerk has it in direction to put it 
in moſt of the Morning Papers; and if it is a con- 
tract for woollen or linen cloth, where people may 
Propoſe out of the country, there we give longer no- 
tice, but for the butcher, we generally give about a 
week's notice. 

Q. Were not thoſe oe eat eee inſerted by 
the order of the Court of Directors? 

A. Yes; the Steward generally repreſents 55 a 
contract is near expiring, and then the Board of Di- 
rectors order it to be advertiſed. I ſee the notice; for 
1778. On the 21ſt ot February, 1778, upon a let- 
ter from the Steward, wherein he mentioned, that 
the butcher's contract would expire at the end of 
March. Ordered, that notice be given in the Newſ- 
Papers as uſual, for ſuch perſons as may be willin 
to contract, &c. to give in their propoſals on Wed. 
neſday ſeennight, 

Q Does it appear on what day of the week that 

was? 

A. It was on Saturday the 21ſt. 


that the propoſals ſhould be made on the Wedneſday 
ſe nnight ; does it appear how ſoon that advertiſement 
was put into the Paper? 

A. We have nothing here that will hew that, 
without referring to the Paper. 

Q. How long has Mr. Peter Melliſh and his 
father been contracted with ? 

A. I find in the year, 1764, one Samuel Melliſh 
was the Contractor; in 1763, a Mr. Land; in 1766, 
a Mr. Preddy ; and in 1767, he only contracted for 
fix months at a time; in 1768, comes Mr. Peter 
-Melliſh, whether he is the father or the ſon, it does 
not appear; he has it for that year; then Mr. Preddy 
comes again, and in September, 1769, Peter Melliſn 
is contracted with, and again in September, 1770; 
in October, 1771, he is contracted with, and the 
Melliſnes have had it from that time, without any 
perſons beſides intervening; there is one year that l 
have not got, which is in 1771, and whether it was 
this Mr. Melliſh or not, I don't know; but he 
ſeems to go regularly back as far as 1771. 

Q When was Preddy ? 

A. The laſt of Preddy is the 1 5th of March, 1769, 
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Whether or not, {ince- theſe complaints have 


A. With reſpect to thele bonds having been uſually 


Q. With regard to the notices that were given by 


Q. So that the directions were on the Saturday, 


'E 
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29 
* genres, Fs 5 — 8 * . Mr. | Ved 
Melliſh takes it up the other fix months. In 1771, 


it does not appear who was the Contractor, but other- 
wiſe Peter Melliſh, Kd ay $1r or 950. ſeem to have 
2 er September, 1769, regularly. 
or how many years back. does it appear that 
no Other perſons offered, except the father and ſon? 
A. We don't aſcertain the number of propoſals 
upon our Minutes without looking back, and en- 
deav ing to find the propoſals themſclyes. 53 
U. Beese you mentioned Mr. Melliſh, the farher 


.and 1 ck made different propoſals d 


A. In 1764, I have made notations, that there 

WAS four propoſals; in 1765 there were ſeveral. | 

ead the names of. the perſons who were pre- 
ſent, i in March, 1777, when the contract was re- 
newed what notice was there given to the Hof- 
pital, and entered in their books, that the Paralens 
were compounded ? 13 51 | 
A. It was from a letter of the Solicitor Tx * 
Solicitor informed the Board, immediately 0 the 
action of the event of it. 
¶ Tbe Solicitor”s letter read, dated. the 31 of Mey; I 777. ) 

Q. Lord Forteſcue, After having promiſed that, as 
this affair is likely to be a pretty conſiderable length, 
1 am the laſt Lord in this Houſe that would deſire to 
procraſtinate it. 1 would aſk you after theſe two Mr. 
| Melliſhes were out, after theſe things being proved, 
whether or not there was any fault; or on the con- 
trary, whether the other perſon who was taken in 
upon the Melliſhes being put out, to perform the 
contract of the Hoſpital, did or did not ſerve them 
with meat, ſo as to give general ſatisfaction? 

A. The Melliſhes were not put out. 

Is Were they never put out at al: : 

A. Not ſince thoſe. proſecutions. - | | 
. Was there no perſon ever put R 

A. No; there was on the 31ſt of May, 1777s 

that Mr. Evereſt had commiſſion given to compro- 
miſe it on the 11th of June, 1777. A letter of 
this date, from the Solicitor, was read, repreſenting, 
that the clauſe in the butcher was NOT a Rap 
in Court, 

Q. Were both the actions brought upon the fame 
conc? 9 

A. No; they muſt have akin upon different evh- 
tracts, becauſe they were at different periods of time. 

Q. Read the names of the perſons who were pre- 
ſent at the renewal of the contract in 1777. 

A. Sir Charles Hardy, the Governor, Captain 
Hood, the Treaſurer, Sir John Major, Mr. Hicks, 
Sir Peter Dennis, Mr. Barker, Mr. March, Mr. 
Wells, Mr. James, and the Rev. Mr. Cook. a 

Q. That was after the firſt conviction? 

A. Tes. 


ee BAILLIE called i in again. 


Q. Who firſt informed. you about the penſioners 
being ſapplied with bull beef? 
A. Alexander Moore, the Cook's' Mate. 
What month was that in? 
A. In the month of June, 1775. 
Q. Are you ſure it was in the month of June 
that Mr. Moore firſt told you of the bull beef; 
A. I have it in my Minutes; I carried the butch- 
ers ſervants and the Cook before Juſtice Pell, 
where they confeſſed on the 7th of June, 1775. 
My queſtion is, who firſt informed you about 
the bull beef? You ty Armer Moore did? 
A. Les. 
Q. In what month was it he gave you this firſt 
information ? 
A. It was either in che latter end of May, or the 
beginning of June, 1775, but I believe in the begiũ- 
ning of June, becauſe 1 ſee the affidavits are [worn 
on the gth. 


. When was it you acquainted the Directors of it ? 
ATI thought it my duty to complain firſt to the 

Governor of Greenwich Hape and 1 laid au- 
1 thenticated 
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thenticated copies of the depoſitions before the Go- 
vernor of the Hoſpital immediately after they were 
ſworn ? 


A. I did not lay them before the Directors; they 
were laid before the Governor; 1 deſired him to 
preſent them to the Directors. 


_ The following N by ee were ghd by Lord | 


| ich. 
Q. Did you WS William Fleoe | 44 
A. I believe he was examined upon that buſineſs.” 
Q Did you examine him? 


A. I believe I had ſome evaverſation with hi 


upon the ſubject. 0 
Q. Whether his examination at any time was ech 
in writing by you, or in your preſence ?, 
A. I don't recollect that it was; I am not certain; ; 
1 don't ſpeak poſitively ; I had ſome converſation with 
all the butcher's ſervants upon, chat occaſion con- 
cxrning bull beef. 


9 But cannot you” ſay pblitively whether: this N 
man's examination was talen in | writing before you | 


or not ? 

( cannot ay, chere were e chree of them that 
were. | 

op. © Did you moves; give the examination in writing 
to any perſon, and to what perſon ?' 


Q. When did you lay them before the DireQors? 7 


Mr. MARSH alt in. 
Q. Whether you have not been | in the venus 


Office, as a Commiſſioner? 


A. I have. Rt 
Whether, in the vitualling. Office, 7 are 
caſes of ' perſons having been guilty of © breaches of 
contract, and have been excepted to by * 


ment? 


A. Not while [ was in the Victualling. 


Q. Was there ſuch an inſtance, in the wY o an 
hop Contractor? 


A. I have heard of ſuch an inſtance, but I don't 
know it of my own knowledge. 


Q. Has there happened any breaches of contract, 


in the Victualting- Office, ſince you have been there ? 


A. There has. 

And have the perſons sine of thoſe breaches 
bach employed again? | 
A. They have, | 8 
Qi. In what inſtances?s „ 
A. A Butcher we contracted with to erte the fl fleet 
at Chatham and the Nore; he ſent inferior oxen, our 
Officer there refuſed them, and agreeable to our or- 
der, and the terms of our contract, he went to Chat- 
ham market immediately and purchaſed meat at an 


A. 1 don't 'recolle& that I ever ape it to any--extraordinary rate, and made him pay the difference. 


perſon whatever; I remember very well ſuch a man 
was upon the liſt of | evidences ; but that man, when 


it came to the day of trial, be was not to be found ; | 


he went out of the way. 
Q. That is not the queſtion, it 1 a i plain aveſtion, 
and J think I put it very clearly; 'you doubt whether 


any examination was taken before you; in order to 


prove whether it was taken before you or not, I defire 


you will here ſay, whether you did give to * 1 25 
the examination of Fleoe? 


A. I cannot ſay poſitively ns 1 did or no; 1 


had ſome converſation with the man upon the ſubject, 
and I might have taken ſome examination from them 
all. I had, as I ſaid, five evidences at firſt, and they 
all went off except two; I had the examination wy 
one Pavne and a one Larcent. 


Q I flick to my queſtion, to which 1 expeRt an 


anſwer, whether you did or not lay the examination of - 


Fleoe before any particular perſon? 

A. I cannot anſwer that queſtion, becauſe [ don't 
remember it; I had five upon my liſt at firſt, and 
they diminiſhed away to two; one man was going to 


Holland, another to America, [ wy ons him, and. got 


be examination. 


Q. I will refreſh your mende farther; did you ' 


ever give the examination of F leoe to the Salicitor 
of the Hoſpital? . 

A. I believe that Mr. Kerr might have taken that 
man's evidence, but not me ? 

Q. Did Mr. Kerr take it in your bade ? 

A. I don't think he did, I don't know. 

Q. That is not an anſwer to my queſtion; my 
queſtion i is, did you or not 2 70 it to the Solicitor of 
the Hoſpital „ 

A. I cannot tell you; 1 gave him all the informa- 
tion I could upon that buſineſs. 


Q. Upon what day did you give the Solicitor of the 


Hoſpital all the information that you could givehim ? 
A. At different times. 

Q. When did you give him the laſt W ? 

A. I cannot remember ſuch a thing as that. - 

Q Do you recolle& when the cauſe was tried? 

A. I remember the day of the trial. perfectly well. 

Q. Was the information and the examination you 
gave to the Solicitor of the Hoſpital given to him the 
day before the trial, or was it not ? | 

A. I don't know on what day it was given to him; ; 


I declare, I gave him all the information l could col- 


lect, and I. was at great expence in e Fac 
information, 


[Cap tain Baillie inch ew. 


Q. And that very perſon was employed again? 

A. Yes, upon a public advertiſement ; ; he was the 
loweſt tenderer, | 

Q. What were the terms of your advertifervent' 7 

A. Advertiſements for thoſe that wouldgendet to 
ſerve the Hoſpital with ox meat. 


Q. Are there any expreſſions in them that mention, 


that you engage the loweſt bidderꝰ 


A. No, that is underſtood in courſe. 

Q. Was there any thing favourable in the circum- 
ſtance of that man, who had been guilty of that breach 
of contract, that had induced you to renew it again 
with him? 


A. We puniſhed bl i in the firſt ;oftacs'; he pet- 


formed his contract very well afterwards. 


Q. This inſtance that you mention of the hop Con- 
tractorꝰ?ꝰ 


A. I know hooking & that of my own knowledge ; : 


I wasa Commiſſſoner of the Victualling about nine 
years, and nothing of the kind happened in my time. 


Q. Do you recolleck to have heard at what time 
the affair of the hop Contractor happened ? | 

A. I have heard of it, but never heard how many 
years it was before my time, 

Q. Have there been many inſtances in which there 
have been breaches of contract, in the ee 
a | 

. Not a great many, but the Contractor was ge- 
A4 puniſhed | in that way. 

Q. Do you imagine it is very eaſy to na a 
Contractor that is guilty of breaches of contract ? 

A. I think ſo. | 

Q. Don't you think it is poſſible for a nner 
to be guilty of breaches of contrac, without being 
found out and detected? 

A. Not in the Victualling-Office. 

Q. Why fo? 

A. Becauſe we receive live oxen at the Vidualling- 
Office; the Contractor had drove down live oxen to 
Chatham, and they were judged, by the Officer there, 


inferior to the contract. 


Q: I am only aſking in general, whether it does 


not very often happen, according to what you muſt 
know of that buſineſs, that Contractors are guilty of 
breaches of contract, without it being [een to 


prove it in a Court of Juſtice ? 
A. I never knew an inſtance of it. 
Q. Did you never hear complaints of bad provi- 


ſion from the Viqualiing-Oltice, being nen on 


of any ſhips? 
A. I have not; partial complaints there ever were 


and ever will be, i in ſo rent a concern as that of vic- 


tualling 
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tualling his Majeſty's Navy; partial complaints there 
always were, and for various reaſons which I can ac- 
uaint this Houſe with. * ETD, 
Q. Do you believe they were always partial, bad 
reaſons? 3 A 
A. Partial reaſons they muſt be; but in the gene- 
ral we have been ſerved well, and the Navy has been 
ſerved well. VVV 
Q. But I aſk you whether it is poſſible always, 
with great facility, to bring a Contractor to con- 
A. With reſpect to what has been ſaid about the 
Commiſſioners of the Victualling. Captain Baillie has 


* 


one out of his road, and charged the Commiſſioners 


of the Victualling with providing bad meat for the 
navy; and I take upon me to fay it is falle, 

Q. If the ViRualling Office had ordered a proſe- 
cution againſt any man for a breach of contract, do 


you think that they would, during a proſecution 


enter into another contract with him? 
A. I mean that after an advertiſement. of the 


loweſt tenderer proved to be a Mr. Melliſh, or any 


body elſe who had been ſuppoſed guilty of fraud, or 
had been guilty of fraud, if no other perſon offered, 
and the King's ſervice would have ſuffered, as ir muſt 
have done for want of meat, I certainly ſhould have 
taken Mr, Melliſh, F 
Q. Would you at the Victualling Office renew a 
contract with a man who, under a proſecution or- 
dered by the Victualling Office, had been convicted? 
A. Certainly I ſhould, if the ſervice would have 
ſuffered by not accepting bim If there was no other 
_ tenderer but himſelf, the ſervice might have ſuffered 
for want of fleſh. VVV 
Q. Would you have taken any means of adver- 
tiling, or otherwiſe, to have got propoſals from fome 
other perſons, who were not under that predica- 
A. Not after public advertiſement for a week or 
a fortnight brfore; I ſhould think it would be to no 
purpoſe; but if there had any other perſons offered, 
1 ſhould have propoſed to have taken one, though 
he might have been ſomething higher in his demands 
than hgñe?? | e 
Q. If Mr. Mclliſh had been excepted in the ad- 
vertiſement, as a perſon with whom the Hoſpital 
would not treat, might not other perſons have offered ? 
A. I do not know whether we might not look 
upon it as dangerous to ſay that of a man in public 
print. MEL 


the queſtion, and the anſwer you have given the 
queſtion z whether, if you had excepted by name 
this Mr. Melliſh, as a perſon you did not chooſe to 
deal with, other Contractors might not be expected? 
A. I cannot ſay as to that queſtion—If no other 
Contractor tendered, in conſequence of a general ad- 
vertiſement, I ſhould not have 
again. | = Dp be | 
Q. I aſk you, if you had advertiſed with a ſpecial 
exception of Mr. Melliſh, whether ſome other per- 
ſons might not have offered? | | 
A. No ſuch exception has eyer been made during 
my time. | 7 Ed 
Q. You are a Commiſiioner of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital? | | 
A. Yes, and of the navy. | 
Q. How came you not to make it the ſecond time? 
A. Becauſe I apprehend the Hoſpital would have 
ſuffered for want of fleſh. - | 
Q. Do you apprehend then that there is but one 
perſon in this great metropolis that is capable of 
contracting with the Hoſpital for meat? om 
A. It was evident there was not; for nobody ten- 
dered but the father, or uncle, and ſon, 1 don't 
know which. | | | 
Q. Did you make the trial, by excepting Melliſh, 
whether any body elſe would offer? 
A. When it was publiſhed, nobody tendered but 
the two Meliſhes, es A 


Q. You will do well to re-conſider the nature of | 


thought of advertiſing 


2 


5 31 


6 5 Do you really believe chat there was no other 
perſon in the city of London capable of undertaking 
the contract but Mr. Melli: | 


2 . 


* 
” 
* 


A. It appears to me from conſequences, that no- 


body cares. to deal with us hardly. 


5 55 Are you a Commiſſioner of the navy at this 

time F JJJ„ôÜͤͤĩ ù?§VZͥ 
A. Iam. | . 
Q. I believe you cannot be ſo eaſily © impoſed 

upon as to the nature and quality of meat which is 


i. 3 


ſent to the Victualling Office, becauſe they are de- 


livered alive Did you ſay that? © | 
ANIME open ant Targtot 
Q. Whether any man that is not accuſtomed to 
look at beaſts, and to know the quality of them, 
may not be exceedingly impoſed upon in beaſts 
alive? I have always underſtood fo, but it may be 
„„ [Tn reg owe nd 

A. We have proper Officers, an experienced Maſ- 


ter Butcher, beſides other Officers,. to view the beaſts 


before we ſuffer them to be killed. The concern is 
very great in the Victualling Office; there are 4 or 
5000 oxen killed in a Winter; they are drove into 
the Office alive; they ſtand there twenty-four hours 
to cool; they are then examined by a Maſter But- 
cher, and by the Officer of the Curting-houſe; and 
then if the Maſter Butcher and the Officer of the 
Cutting-houſe approve, they kill the beaſts ; thoſe 
they do not approve of are not taken; after they are 
killed, they are cut up; the four quarters are put 
into a ſcale, and if they don't weigh ſeven hundred 
weight, we don't take them 9 
Q If no perſon offered but Mr. Melliſh, could 
they not have entered into a contract for a ſhorter 
time, and ſo have got another Contractor for the re- 
mainder of the year? | 


A. The Board were of opinion that ir would be 
beſt to contract for a whole year, for fear proviſions 
ſhould be dearer; that was the reaſon of contracting 


+ 


for a year; or elſe, generally, the contract is for ſix 


months. e 

Q. Do you, as a Director of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
recollect what number of men are victualled there? 

A. I believe about 2000, but I cannot ſay. 

Q. You don't know, do ye, that one half of them 
are paid money inſtead of having provifions? 

A. I don't know the number. FSR | 
- Q. In your advertiſement for Greenwich Hoſpital, 
what time do you give for delivering in of propoſals? 

A. The Secretary of the Hoſpital can tell the 
time beſt. 2 | | 
QQ. What time do they give at the Victualling 
Office ? h "cy; 

A. Generally three weeks an advertiſement for a 
certain number of oxen, 2 or 3000 to be killed at 
ſuck a time. © 2 5 

Q. I underſtand you that the reaſon you thought 
it was allowable to renew the contract with a man 
that had been proved to be guilty of à fraud was, 
that there was no other perſon offered, and it might 
be neceſſary for the ſervice to deal with that man, 
becauſe no other offered 1 = 

AE. IM 

Q. And you alſo ſaid, if I don't miſtake, that you 
believed no other perſon would have offcred, but 
Mr. Melliſn, if the advertiſement had been iſſued ? 

A. Nobody elſe had tendered to ſerve the Hoſpital 
for a conſiderable time. | | 

Q. Mr. Melliſh is the contracting Butcher for the 
navy too, I believe? . 

A. Yes, he is generally, but not always. 

Q: Lou can find ſomebody elſe for the navy? 

A. Sometimes; but, in general, he and his fa- 
mily have been the Contractors. 

Q. You have alſo ſaid, as I underſtand, that 
though you had found that this man had been guilty, 
or ſhould be guilty, of a breach of contract, that 

ou would be obliged to take from him becauſe no- 
Lady elſe tendered ? | 
rents Qi. You 


| ö * 


r 


A. We chat not of a private 8 ind meat 
ſufficient to feed 2000 men, therefore it was for the 
benefit of the ſervice; I. did not ſay he was the only 
pane did offer. 

Q. Has an attempt been made to find any other? 

A. By public advertiſement. _ 

Q. as other away ? | Is 
A. I know of no other. 

: Q Wir ith. regard to the complaints chat Jag been 
made, I don't mean by an individual, Captain Baillie, 
relative tb the Victualling- Office, that Greenwich 
Hoſpital has nothing to do with: have you had no 
complaints of the Captains of the navy, relative to 


the Vicdualling- Office? 


A. There ever has been partial complaints while 
I was a Commiſtioner of the Victualling; ſince which, 
I have heard of none, bur the partial complaints. | 

Q. Explain what you mean by partial complaints, 


A. I mean of a caſk of beef turning out bad, or 


ſoch a thing, there can be in bull: beef with us. 
Q. Has there not been general complaints againſt 
the proviſions furniſhed by Mr. ' Melliſh, from the 
Captains of the navy at Plymouth? | 
A. Not that I know of, Ia am not a Committioner 
of the Victualling. | 
Q. Lord Sandwich. Do you know whether laſt 
year, when the Contractor at Plymouth had refuſed 
to fulfil his contract, Mr. Melliſn was not called 


upon, and went down, and was the only m. man that 
| 15 2 ſupply the fleet? 


I heard fo; your Lordhig knows 1 am not at 
che Victualling Board. 
Q. Is not Mr. Mellim one of the largeſt, perhaps 


the greateſt dealer in live cattle in England? 


A. We all look upon him to be the e dealer 
in live cattle. 

Q. Is not the perſon WhO bas the moſt of it in his 
poſſeſſion, more likely to ſerve you well, than a per- 
fon who is not ſo largely concerned ? 

A. Undoubtedly. 


Q. Do you imagine, that, if during the proſecution 


that this Mr. Melliſh was under. there had been an 
ad vvertiſement for other contracts, excluding Mr. 
Melliſh, offered, would that have prevented any other 
Contractors offering! ? 

A. I cannot anſwer for that, becauſe we have had 
public advertiſements, and no butchers tendered to 
ſerve us. 


and to have gone to Smithfield and bought up a 
hundred, or two hundred head of cattle, as you had 


wanted, don't you think that would be a means of 


furniſhing the Hoſpital as cheap as Mr. Melliſh ? 
A. I cannot ſay but it would, 


Q. underſtand you are one of the Directors of | 


Greenwich Hoſpital? _ 

A. Ves. 

Q. As ſuch, whether, when It appeared 1 the 

verdict given, that fraud had been committed in this 
contract. you thought yourſelf, as one of the Direc- 
tors, not bound to endeavour. that the like fraud 
ſhould not be committed again ? 
A. As the Hoſpital was in immediate want of 
meat for a vaſt. number of men, it did not ſtrike me, 
the method the noble Lord has pointed out now, nor 
do I know whether it was practicable. 

Q. As a public man, did not you find rare 
bound to prevent frauds from being committed? Did 
you take care to prevent ſuch fraud, when you made 
this contract with Mr. Melliſh? 

A. If the officers do their duty, who are the re- 
ceiving officers at the Hoſpital, no ſuch frauds could 
have happened, and had the Board of Directors been 
acquainted with it in the firſt inſtance when it hap- 
pened, we ſhould have prevented it in future. 

'Q. The Board of Directors knew at that time that 
fuch verdict had been given, and thoſe frauds proved, 
my 5 ng is, whether upon your ent with 
vos A 


prevent ſimilar 


whole Sir Edward Hawke' 8 fleet? 


* Receiving Officers, Steward and Clerk of the Check, Mr. Godby and Maule. 
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Mr. M dlih, ny extricrdinary caution was 2 55 o 
r 


auds again? 
A. No other than a public. advertiſement, as 1 
ſaid before. 

Q. Whether or not there was not abuſes from 
Plymouth, in regard to the proviſions? I apprehend 
that your anſwer was, that you did not know that 
there was, but there was nobody in that part of the 
world who would undertake that S þ but Mr. 
Melliſh; as you have faid that, I aſk if there was not 
another perſon that undertook the contract. for the 


A. I have told your Lordſhip, that 1 don't know 

thing of it, of my own knowledge. 

np ting of Mr. Peter Melliſh, ſenior or junior, 
are really the ſame perſons as to trade; are they 
partners, or concerned with one anotber? 

A. I don't know; there was the father, the ſon, 
and the uncle, I think, of that name. 

Q. Do you really underſtand any reaſon why there 
ſhould be two propoſals come in for Greenwich 
Hoſpital; one from Peter, ſenior, the other j junior. 

A. It is a common thing for Contractors to get a 
perſon to tender a larger price, in order that the 
other may have it. 

Q. Then you underſtand that the offer of theſe 
two HO to Greenwich FINDS was a col- 
luſion? 

A. I do. | 

think you faid, when you was ad 1 8 
Mr. Melliſh was not ' large a dealer, relative to an 
affair that happened at Plymouth, that there ** 
was another man that could ſupply the navy: 
was aſked whether he was not likely to ſerve he | 
better, for dealing more largely, than a ſmall dealer. 
I aſk you whether there may be great inconveniencies 
ariſe, for letting one man monopolize all the contracts 
of Government ©? | 

A. Moſt certainly. 

And whether it might not be much better for 
fone branches .of Government to exclude a man 
* he has another contract? 

The ſervice muſt be diſtreſſed perhaps, with- 
out 1 give a large price, and even then, people 


tender ſometimes that are not equal to it, and _ 


give ſecurity. 
Q. You ſay, one man a the whole i is 


TT grear inconvenience. 
n you imagine, that if any 2 Way r bad 
been commiſſioned with an advance of public money, 


A. Certainly. | 
Is there not a way to prevent that ? 

A. Ina rag Board, we take every macho we 
can to prevent it. 

Q. You took no method to prevent it. 

A. By a public advertiſement; and if any butcher 
had 26 ſufficient to have ſupplied the Hoſpital, I 
ſhould have thought he would have offered. 

Q But if Mr. Melliſh had been excepted i in the 


_ advertiſement ? 


A. The Board were of opinion we could not do 
otherwiſe, than contract with the man that offered; 


and I was of the ſame opinion with the Board. 


Q. You have faid, that if this matter had been 
communicated ſooner to the Directors, that they 
would have put a ſtop to this; what ſteps would 
they have taken, different from thoſe they did, When 
the man was convicted? 


A. They would, I apprehend, have proſecuted the 


butcher immediately, upon the firſt complaint, 
He was proſecuted. . 

A. I did not, for my own part, know of the com- 
plaint till a year after. 

Q. But when he was proſecuted and convicted, 
what nere ye the Court of Directors then take, to 
prevent the like thing happening again? 

A. All they did II 2 public adyertiſe- 
ment. ; 

Q. Was that any thing different from what they 
had done before ? | 

A, It was not. ; 5 f 

| Q. You 


P 
*, 
%. 
_ 


G. You khbw-thete is a large quantity comes..to 
. . mac het, at this time of the year, whether 
n 
the price for furniſhy de av. for furniſhi 

Q. Would it not for Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
. L apprebend it might for Greenwich Hoſpital, 
I don't kndw that they are confined to weight there. 


Qu ven have had experience in this matter, I 
aſk you. for information, whether you ever knew a 


man cited before Mr. Melliſh, upon ſo notorious 
a breach of contract, as ſupplying bull-beef, when 
his contract was for good fat ox beef? 
A. Nothing of that kind has happened in my time. 
QTeu appear here in a double capacity; you are 
a Commiſſioner of the Navy, and alſo of Greenwich 


92) A. A Director of Greenwich Hoſpital. . 
Q. As a Director of Greenwich Hoſpital, do you 


eve, upon your oath, that there are not a hun- 
dred butchers, that cauld ſupply Greenwich Hoſ- 
He e we en ax Sieh 


A. I don't knew the quantity. Ee 
Q. Do you think there may be two. beaſts in a 
„„ 0-129 15; 255 bigen 
A. 1 cant ſpeak to that 1 there are officers 
can tell you the exaft quant y? 

Q, Who can inform me of that? 

A. The Steward. 


here 


8 [Mr. Merſ withdrew. 
4:4 Mr. GODBY: talked in. 1 | 
.  Q. You are Steward of Greenwich Hoſpital I be- 


lieve f 
A. I am. 


What is the quantity of meat conſumed in the 


A. About 860 lb. a day. 
Q. How many oxen is that in a week? 
A. Three J believe. 5 | 


Q. Do you believe, upon your oath, that there are 


s * 


not many butchers that could undertake that con- 


ma: 


A. I believe there are ſome, becauſe there for- 


merly was a butcher of Greenwich offered to ſerve 
Greenwich Hoſpital, and to the beſt of my memory, 
his price was two guineas a hundred weight, which 
would be about 6 or 700 l. a year, I ſpeak at a 
is, more than it was at preſent. _ = 
Q. Muſt not he be a poor butcher that could not 
\vpply three oxen a week ? 8 
At an exorbitant price no doubt they could. 
Why at an exorbitant price? | | 
A. A butcher of Greenwich, who is now preſent, 
ſerved Greenwich Hoſpital at an exorbitant price, 
and loſt money by it. 3 
Q. Did you ever hear that there was any attempt 
made to get another butcher to bid againſt Melliſh ? 
A. I don't now that there was. 


lla. Godby withdrew. 
Mr. MARSH called in again. 


Q, Whether you remember upon the propoſing 
to contract with Mr, Melliſh, Captain Baillle's ob- 
jecting to it? N Ep 1 

A. 1 don't. . r 
Q. Do you not recolle& that circumſtance that 
has been mentioned by Captain Baillie, of your hav- 
ing mentioned the caſe of an hop Contrador? 


A. It is ſo long ſince, and I am at the head of fo 


important a branch of buſineſs, that I cannot recol- 


lect ſufficient to ſpeak to that; but if Captain Baillie 
ſays I did ſay TY re ſay I did. , po 
Q I mentioned the circumſtance of the hop Con- 
tractor, to bring to your memory Captain Baillic's 
objection to Mr. Melliſh's having the contraR. 


* 
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A. 1 don't recolloct that The whole Hoard of 
Directors would have wiſhed for any. other Con- 


Q. I underſtood from the Minutes, that the Go- 
vernor laid theſe affidavits of the diſcovery of tlie bull 
beef before the Board of Directors? Les 
A. There were no other tenderer,  _ 
Qt. Tou are a Ditector of Greenwich Hoſpital, and 
have been a long time in the buſineſs—if the con- 
tract had been advertiſed, with an exception to Mr: 
Melliſh's ſerving the Hoſpital, do you imagine that 
the Hoſpital would not have immediately been bp. 
pee by any perſon, as well as they were by Mr, 


A. I have already faid, frorti what happened, 1 
fear not, becauſe there was no other tenderer, ” 
hut there was no exception made to Mt. Mel- 
liſh in your advertiſement? os 
A. There was not. . 

Q. If any exception had been made to fhem (the 
Melliſhes) in your advertifement, that the contract 
would not be entered into with them, whether you 
do not imagine there would have been immediately 
propoſals made, by which the Hoſpital would have 
been as well ſupplied as it was by them? 

A. I cannot ſpeak to that. „ 

Q. I aſk your opinion; do you believe this king · 
dom would not have produced a perſon or perſons, 
who would make an offer to ſupply Greenwich Hoſ- 


ſu 
paital with beef as well as Mr. Mellim, knowing that 


he was not to be treated with ? | 5 
A. I ſhould ſuppoſe, as it was open to them, they 
might. have tendered if they pleaſed. f 
Q, Your opinion Ro Mae WY 
A. It is an honeſt opinion from my heart, and 


upon my oath, | | 
282 4 Mr. Marſh withdrew, 
Captain ALLWRIGHT called in, 4 Captain of the 
Hoſpital, © 


Q. Inform the Committee of what you know of 
there having been any miſmanagement in Greenwich 


Hoſpital, and what complaints reſpecting the pro- 


viſions have been made to the Court of Directors, 
or to the Council ? | 

A. I remember many complaints being made; J 
have been ſent at times by the Lieutenant-Governor 


| Baillie into the kitchen, to ſce the receipt of meat, 


and to look at the quality; there have been com- 
plaints, and there have been complaints in the hall 
ſumetimes I once objected to ſome meat being re- 
ceived, becauſe it was contrary to the contract; the 


contract expreſſes, that the meat ſhall be received in 


whole quarters, except ſome part of the neck taken 
off, and the legs and ſhins taken away found there 
was a practice of bringing the beef into the Hoſpital, 
with the prime parts cut out of the quarters; the 


chines, and great part of the roaſting pieces were 


taken from it; I had objected to that, and indeed, 
once in particular, I objected to it to the Steward. 
The Steward paid very little attention to my objec- 
jection; 1 went to the Lieutenant-Governor, as I had 


received my orders from him, and told him that there 


was little attention paid to it, and that the Steward 
had received ſuch beef. The Lieutenant-Governor, 
in conſequence of that, ordered me to go back again 
and call a ſurvey upon it, to ſend for the Lieutenant 


of the Week, and with the Clerk of the Cheque, and 


his Clerk, to ſurvey that meat, to call for the con- 
tract, and fee whether that did not forbid. the re- 
ceiving ſuch meat, I did fo, I gave my opinion, the 
Lieutenant of the Week agreed in opinion with me; 
1 aſked the Steward's opinian, the Steward would 
not give his opinion ; I defired him to go with me 
.to = Lieutenant-Governor z he abſolutely refuſed 
it, and told me, that I had given my opinion un- 
aſked; that he did not ſend for me to give my opi- 
nion; that it was his buſineſs to ſend for me, and 
not mine to ſend to him. . 
K Q. I don't 


/ 


% 
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Q. I dont want you to enter into particulars ;'but, 
in general, have you dften obſefved that there has 
been bad meat delivered to the men, and that there 
have been 45 V 

A. There have frequently. | 

Q. To whom? FFC 

A. There have been complaints made in the 
kitchen, there has been ſome complaints made, I 
recollect, to the Board of Directors. 

Q. By whom? GR. 


0 


A. It was made by the Council; 1 was not at the 


making that complaint, but I was at the Council 
when we complained of the Clerk of the Cheque's 
Clerk, who had received bad veal, and I never remem- 
ber any official anſwers from the Board of Directors. 
Had ye aby redreſs? | 5 
A. I don't remember any official anſwer, nor any 
redreſs. | | HVV 
Q. Lord Sandwich. Was you preſent when William 
Fleoc's evidence was taken down ß 

A. I don't recollect that I was; I was preſent at 
ſome ; I recollect that Fleoe did not attend at the 

trial at Guildhall. 1 remember he was abſent then. 
[ Captain Allꝛvrigbt withdrew. 


2 I 


Lieutenant RERR called im. 
Q. Give an account to the Comtmittee of what you 


know of any complaints having been made at Green- 


wich Hoſpital relative to proviſions in general, and 
what ſt eps have been taken in conſequenee of it? 
A. When l firſt came into the Hoſpital, there was a 


complaint that the men had been ſerved with ſhins, 


necks, and legs of beef; I acquainted Lieutenant-Gv- 
vernor Boys of it; the Lieutenant-Governor complained 
to the Board of Directors. They immediately ſent tor 
the butcher; the meat was brough:, the legs, ſhins, and 
necks, and ſhewn to them, and that was redreſſed im- 
 medlately upon my complaint to Lieutenant-Governor 
Boys—after the meat ſtill continued to be complain- 
ed of, Upon my being upon duty, I complained of. 
ten to Lieutenant- Governor Boys ot it; of the ſmallneſs 
of the pieces, and of the rather blackneſs as I called it, 
or badneſs of the beef. Mr. Boys often ordered the 
meat to be delivered to the contracting butcher, 
which was afterwards complained of as illegal; they 
ſaid, after the meat was boiled, it could not be re- 
turned to the butcher, or he make amends for it; 


that it ſhould have been complained of before it had 


been boiled. Upon theſe complaints, I myſelf 


thought there had heen ſomething extraordinary in 


it; the meat, when it came, appeared to look very 
well, but upon being boiled in- che copper, it turned 
out ſo bad, as I being often upon duty had occafion 
to ſee. I found that the meat did not hat is called 
ſpend fo well, that it did not look ſo well; and did 


not ſeem to hang together; I thought there was 
1 was upon duty; I had 


ſomething wrong when 
great reaſon to ſuſpect the butcher's man guiky of 
a fraud; and as 1 Rad often occaſton to go to Lon- 
don, I frequently ſaw the butcher's man at petty ale- 
houſes on the road.—1 was by a ſhower of rain for- 
ced into an alchouſe called the Half-way-hovſe; 1 
ſaw the butcher's man ſel}:rig the meat; the woman 
and he were diſputing about the price, whether he 
ſhould have three-pence or two-penee halfpenny a 


pound. I fat down, and I heard the converſation go 


on; I found there was fome fraud; I told no body of 


it, but I was much upon my guard, tilt finding 


the meat, during a ſpace of time, to be very ſhort, 
and giving the men, when they complained, choice 
pieces did not ſeem to' ſatisfy them; 1 complained 
many times to Lieutenant-Governor Boys, and he 
could not tell what to do; I then ordered the Boat- 
ſwain (I cannot recolle& his name now) to be upon 
his guard, for I told him that I thought there was 
a fraud; he detected the butcher's man in a leg 
and fore-· quarter, what they call a jigget of mutton, 
a ſhoulder of mutton, and part of a breaſt, to the 
amount of 40 or 45 pounds; it was brought to the 
Council ; the butcher's man told the Council that 


made it appear 


* L D R ds. 


it was the ſurplus meat belonging to his maſter; he 
r to the gentlemen of the Council, 1 
believe then, that it was ſurplus meat of his'maſter; - 
I myſelf, in my opinion (if I may uſe that expreſ. 
ſion) thought it was not, but I could not prove that 


it was not ſo the meat was ordered to be given 
him —1 thought myſelf hurt, ahd 1 let it drop for 


fix months. T had ſome huſineſt called me to tooẽn; 
as I was coming through Kent-ſtreet, I ſaw - the 


- butcher very drunk in an alehouſe; I did not go in 


there to Examine, but when I came to enquire, I told 
the blue frock men. but I am going too faſt on 
the Monday I think that I came on duty, I faid; 
Emanuel Tucker, I am come upon duty, if yod 
don't tell your maſter ro ſend proper ment, I. told 
him by the bleſſed name of Gdd;: that 1 wouſd com- 
plain to the Directors, and have him puniſhed, and 


the contract taken from him; he ſaid the meat wal 


very good. The meat was complained of, I think it 
was the Thurſday following. I will not be - poſi 
tive to the immediate day, but it was the beef day— 
I went'to Mr. Boys — three piects had been carried 
to the Steward's office; it was thought proper, be- 
cauſe the meat had been boiled; they were very bad, 
and I don't believe the pieces when cut up' weighed 
more than five or ſix ounces for a man; upon this 
Mr. Boys ſaid he could not tell what to doin it, 
'''Q.” You need not be fo very particular in all this 
deſcription, only acquint the Committee, whethet 
there has not upon the whole been complaints? / 
A. Yes, I detected the butchier's man in ſtealing 
the meat; he was tried and tranſported. 8—|\. _. 
How long was it from the time that you firſt 
ſuſpected theſe frauds till the time you made the 
complaint? | | n 
A: Thiere were many times complaints, ahd many 
times tedreſſed, by giving the men that . 5 
the choiceſt pieces, and every pains was taken in 
the office to give the men ſatisfattion. © 
Tou ſaid you had reaſon to think that there. 
were trauds committed by the butcher from ſome 
converſation you heard at an alchouſe, how long 
was it after that when you made the complaint? 
A; I was ſuſpicious of the fraud long before, from 
the badneſs of the meat, the meat being boiled aritt 
not having a proper quantity on the bones; I was cal- 
led the bone-carrier of Greenwich Hoſpital, becauſe 
I detected the bones which he had been ſerving? ' 
Q. How long after you had theſe ſuſpicions was 
it betore you made a complaint? — © 
A. The firſt complaint that I made of the meat— - 
It was a year and an half, I believe, before I could be 
certain to make any complaint of that fraud: 
Q. Then it was an year and half after you had 
* before you made a complaint: 
. Yes. | Fo | 
Q. Who did you make that complaint to? 
A. I never made any complaint to any body, be- 
cauſe I could not aſcertain it. The complaints that 


I made was of the beef at different days, that to the 


Eeutenant-Governor; which was redrefſed imme- 
diately by the Lieutenant-Governor's orders ; but 
the great complaint I never made till the Monday of 
the week the butcher was detected; I told one Jo- 
nathan Fell, you blue frock men are all parties of this 
fraud, and 1 ſhall, I hope, ſec ſome of you. turned 
out; the man, conſcious of the fraud, wrote an 


anonymous letter to the Lieutenant-Governor, that 


he would ſhew him where the meat was ſecreted. 


Q How do you know that he did write it? 


A. I heard the mam confeſs that he did dictate that 


letter to another; I aſked him that perſonally ; he 


wrote that upon my ſaying, that I had them now, 


I hope I ſhall deteck you, I hope I ſhall have the 
pleaſure to ſee you turned out, for you muſt be con- 


cerned in this fraud. LI did nat make a complaint; be- 
cauſe I could not prove it, Monly ſuſpected in myfelf 


that there was a fraud. 


Q. Did you ſuggeſt theſe ſuſpicions to any hody ?, 
A. I never did to any one perſon in the world d 
afterwards, . 
Whether 
A . ; 


4.4 me By * . : 22 107 
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lim was, to commit great frauds, without it bei 


roof of it? 


vuithſtand an artful cunning, fellow, after the officet 
| had received it, wheh we went in and detected him, 
if we had not gone in as we did, it would not have 

deen in the power of man to detect him, betauſe he 
that there was a pound and an half, or two pounds o 


ſurplus meat, therefore if he had fixty pounds, he m 

have ſtole ir. . . 
Q. Then do you think it extremely difficult t6 

detect frauds A aEAet..c. ci Se 

A. Certain T A ( 5 F 4 

Q. lt is not the butcher, but ihe butcher's ma 

you alufe $0 2: fon ante 49 Later” 
Yes; 


Q. And.itis not the butcher himſelf, but his than, 


l 


that all this tranſaction related to ? 

go Q. But do you think it eafy for the contrating 
bitcer well © car} en Haul, yithoue bag 
: 2.1 ccd think it can, becauſe there is. the 
Steward and ſo many other officers all there, and it 

is impoſſible for me to think that any fraud can be 


| Sy . 


committed 3 the meat is ſeen and examined, if they 


- * Pl 


commit it, they mult he all concerned. 


Whether you imagine; that the fraud of ſelling 
bull beef, and bull ſtag beef, was carried on for a 
_ conſiderable time, before it was diſcovered? ü 
A. Yes, I think it was; but I cannot fee how that. 
can be, when the meat is ſerved in, ſo I have ſaid 
ſeveral times, that I really believe this is bull beef, 
but I could not aſcertain that it was; I have ſaid 
often that I believed it was fo, 
Q: Am I to underſtand; that you believe that there 
were abuſes ih the contract from the butcher himſelf, 


% = 


a long time before it was detected? „ 
A. I do believe that there was, to the beſt of my 
knowledge, there has been meat feturnad, and very bad. 
Q. Did any of the penſioners ever complain that 

the beef was very tou 1 | „ 
A. They have; that complaint has been, and 1 
have acquainted the Lievutenant-Governor of it, and 
they have had a choice piece the nexc day, and every 
ſtep was taken to regulate ir, *VVCCCCͤ 
Q. Was there any particular teaſon ever aſked, 
after the complaint was firſt made, why it was not 
lodged with the proper officers, the Directors; was 
there any intimidation? Fe 
A. Never, nome to my knowledge. 

1 85 [Lieutenant Keri withdteto. 


Lieutenant SMITH called in. 


, 


* an account to the Committee, of what 
you know relative to the miſmanagement of the Hoſ- 
pital, in reſpect to the proviſions ? 

A. 1 have known very frequent reaſon to com- 
Plain of the beef particularly, and many complaints 
were made to my ſuperior Officers; I did make it 
to Sir Charles Hardy ; | have made it repeatedly to 
Mr. Baillie ; I not only did it from complaints of the 
men, but have done it of my own actord; becaufe 
there is a letter from the Lords of the Admiralty, 
dated ſome years back, wherein the officers in ge- 
neral are reflected upon for ſuffering abuſes, whett 
they knew them to exiſt; in conſequence of that 
letter, I thought it my duty to inform my ſuperior, 
officers of ſuch abuſes. One day in particular, iti 
which I was happy to find the butcher proſecuted for 
bad meat, which I diſcovered (Mr. Evereſt called to tell 
me of it) as the meat was going forward, without any 
complaint being made to me by any of the pen- 
ſioners; I ſtopped it, having ſeen before bull beef 


r 3 * — 72 : 3 
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Q. Whether, you don't think it extremely eaſy, boiled, which J had ſeen, in the country given away 
1 et e rn in the ſituation Mr. Mel- by nöblemen; 1 took no notice of the . ond 
| | Fr eing or third diſhes, but afterwards I ſtopped one diſh, . 
in the power of people of detecting him, and to bring and ſent them all ro the L jeutenami-Covernor; at 


* 
. 
. 


at time Captain Clements did not attend ſo much 


A. I have been in the kitchen, have ſeen the meüt to his duty, thetefore I'did not trouble him; I fent 
received, and received with. great Gare, but who can dich after dim tg Captain Baillie ?: 


4 


oy 


Q. Do you tecolleR any thing about bid veal? 
A. Certainly 1 do; the complaint was made very 
perly, as I thought, by the Infirmary Gentlemen; 

believe Dr. Hoſſack and Mr. Pocock, the Dſpenſer; 

laid it was the ſurplus, meat.; I enquired, and found, -wete the two principal people that brought it to light; 
5 | F that upon its being examined; we all declared it to 


* 


be had. 


Q. Was complaint made of it? 
A. There was. 
Q. Who to? 


Ax Firſt of all to the Council, after then it was 
laid before the Board of Direktors, to that we never 
had any anſwer, _ : i 


» 1 


Q. Was it ever redrefſed ? 


* 


A. 1 doji't know whether it was, for I heard 

A — ĩ .. 
Q. Pray who receives the meat in the kitchens 
from the butcher? 5 | WIT 
A: The Steward and the Clerk of the Cheque are 
the proper officers to receive it, but it is frequently 
left to their deputies, who, I ſuppoſe, are very worthy ' 

pebple for what I know, I may be deceived, 
 Uz Iris the duty of ſome of the officers to attend 
in the kitchen? © © 0 303" 19 £8 


A. The Cotnmiſfiontd Officers take it in turn to 
attend in the kitchen, and if they ſee any abuſes or 
frauds, they are to make it known. 05 


Q. Was you evet obſtructed in it? 
A. No, never. 


Q. Is bull beef eaſily to be diſtinguiſhed fromm oz 
beef after it is dreſſed? ; . 
A. Yes; 1 think fo; 1 had frequently ſeen bad 

beef; and afterwards it appeared before Lord Manſ- 
field, that the man was convicted upon that very - | 
action as bull beef; my own ſuggeſtion was, becauſe 
it was ſhrivelled up, and appeared very black, and 
not to be full 8 if it was weighed. e 200 
I 


Q Was this ditcoyered frequently ? 


A. Icannot fay tat, 1 only diſcovered of thy "OI 
accord, after a complaint from a penſioner. Ho 
Lieutenant Smith withdrew. 


bite ſday, the 18th of Marth, 1779. 
Mr. ALEXANDER MOORE zalled in. 

Qi What tt you ih Greetiwick Hoſpital ? 

A. Cook of one part of it at preſent; 


Q. How long have you been in the Hoſpital ? 
A. Since September, 1774. 


Q. What do you khow of there having been bad 


A: When I came to the Ho 
amazed to ſee ſuch proviſions ſeryed to the Hoſpital, 
but was hot atquainted with the cotitradts that were 
entered into; being acquainted from my youth in 


proviſions ſef ved to-the Hoſpital ? 


breeding and feeding cattle, I was atquainted with 
theſe meats; I found them to be nothing but bull's 


fteſn and bull ſtags, and ſo on, and mutton in the 


turn much the ſame as ram, and ewe. mutton eſpe- 


cially, a mixture of all ſorts. | 
Q. Was this oily ovcdlignatly or frequently, genes 
rally 2 | 


A. All the time, frem the 29th of September, 


1774, to the iſt of June, 17575, I believe certainly 


there was tiot a lot that was killed real ox, or wea- 


ther muttott ? | | 
Q. Do you mean that it was conſtantly bad meat, 
or only occaſionally ? « 
A. Every day. : 33 
Q_ What the beef and the mutton both ! 


and it was 


A. The penſioners were continually grumbling ; 
b ba » that at that time of Nay we to 
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rſt, ſecond - 


ſpital, 1 wis rather 


rams and ma 


2 


weather lambs uncut, 


Coates told Mr. Godby what J had ſaid; a 


H ov s E © 
8 ſeine 
Jr en = Ton 


on 15 i of th t 
Te e I ws 4 
ar 1 now. . — 425 vt Nn 1 * 
contra Was co 1 


people urmured 70 5. 
other Hager Naa haxe * the 1 
pirgd, me a freſh p pay of te moe to Mr. 
beer The very 18 tract, nothit 
but bull heef game f. or that day; I 
freguently complain ed to the, botcher s men; 1 [pl 
them to tell A maſter the meat was not 
eat. I aſked him next 
they uſed to tell me the maſter aſked. wh . 
after it, and they told him; the anſwer he 
the ſervants was, never mind them, they don't, 7. 
any thing about found it nat bearable; 


quainted Captain 


in che Hoſpital; 1 aun what price the meat 
was he told me it was then 
the contract was for ox beef and. er mutton at 
that time; from that ten r Mellich h 
very Din his, trade Killed many ewes, beſides 
m ſtags, which s goperaliy in breediog 
of ſheep a farmer will 88 eep thirty or forty 


ſell them for a good price; if they 


well, they cut them, which are not ſo good as wea- 


ther lambs, nor ſo bad as rams; theſe rams ate not 
on the ſame day: 


known: very well, only by the entail parts, and 


chiefly the fat of them, as any perſon that is ac- 
quainted with them knows, lies in the neck ; ; 180 


animals that are uncut ot all kinds, are very thic 


in che fore parts, and are very eaſy to be n by 


4 perſon that is any judge of it. 
QQ. When did you make your complaint? 7 
A. On che aft of June, 1776, the 


fetch the Steward to paſs it; Mr. Coates, 


nh ſaid he thought it was pretty good; | ſaid 1 

he wauld not take it, it was nothing but 
— fleſh. . | 
laoked at it, faid be though Mr, 
a ſurvey 
was made pf che meat; Captain Lyne and Lieute- 
nant Boſſon, came to ſurvey the meat. The Go- 
vernor was then acquainted with it; I told them 
not to take my word what it was, but ſend for any 


butcher in the kingdom; and if it was not bull's 


t it pretty good. 


Meſh, 1 would forfeit my life; howeyer, the Gen- 


tlemen went to the Steward's houſe; they had a 
meeting, and the Steward acquainted Sir Charles 
Hardy, the Governor; Sir Charles ordered the meat 
to be boiled that day, and 1 W 
tlemen then Tame 'tq4akte of it a terwards z I omitted 
one thing in the interim of that time, M 


would fee it rectified, 
& 4 Who are they??? 
A. One is Clerk Aſians to the 13 
the other tq. the Steward 4 1 then, thought 


wron of 

— upon ig come, I ves nos ſatisfied in 24 
— I ſaved ſome pieces of that meat particularly 
and Ak the 4 amate of it, an 
told him what it 4s z- be then, f Opry 
Sir Gharles Hardy - ang 4 Lieytenant-( 


and 
Was 


my own conſcience 1 choughs if I ſhould | 


vernor, that the butcher's pert that day had faid * 


they were ſorry they hand bring ſych meat dle d to 
Greenwich Hoſpital, but they c not help ter 
was their maſter's orders; I aſked. 15 it 


would chqale to ſay chat Frs the I, 
— — — hs TR of Peace 

W 

* H to bring 22 ho * 


2154 they ” 


e 


day what the maſter, 200 


eule the Lieutenant- 1 4 . 
I told him there were iniquitous affairs carrying on 


EN Fang ave 


n't turn out 


meat was. 
amazing bad ; 1 told the butcher's man that morn- 
ing I would not take it; he was in a great hurry to 
the Clerk 
of the Cheque's Aſſiſtant, came in, looked ar the | 


The Steward, Mr, Godby, came in, 


boiled; the Gen - 
r. Coates. 


and Mr. Ball, the Steward's Clerk, wanted me to 
drop it, and ſay nothing about it $97 Walen they 


"yg: 


ſe, roquaigred, 


ba hey ee 
ey were very much 


ILL! 
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Q. Whit tlie ditterence of the price of the meat 
ſr he 95 for that ten mon hs; and the don. | 
A Het upon it chit bun beef in 0 Pert er 
jo” ounk is pot worth above th pence & 41 

Ir efliſh in his balls, | le look Upon Fo 

live at a penny 4 und; 
nad our 7 8 you fay an the tit 


of une to Baillie ? 
2H 2 5 80 the ptopet "officers of the Hof: | 
pita! 5 


ie $i du mentiöned that Mr: Godby's bert, ind 
the Clerk of the Cheque's Clerk h xd perfvnded 12 
not to take any notice of it? 
A. Tes, that yery morning; 
Q. Did any body elſe perfuäde you t 0 „b 
time not to take any notite of it? 
A. Yes, afterwards, but nat that days | | 
"Give an acccount of that? 32 
A. On the gth of Juhe, 1775; tine FO iter 
that date, Mr. Baillie went up Wi Captain Allwrighr 
to London; two of the butcher* me met Cap on 
'Baillie at Juſtice Pelbs, in Well-Cloſe Square 1 b 
were willing to give in theif. affidavits , that they 
had, from i time that they lived with Mr; Melli, 


* Mr 


never at any time brought any parcel of real ox beef 


or weather mutton, down at the ume that they ved 


cauſe they can  frequenily _. with Mr. Mellicb, both of them. 


That was not to your Knowledge; you Ad. 
not hear them ſay that? 
A. Yes, I did, and gave wy affidavit to the ame 


Q. It is no matter what they faid z but you tay 


they did not. What other peribns 55 Gre, to 


perſuade you not to make this complaint known 
A. After this was done, upon the 11th of J une, 


which to the beſt of my remembrance was Sunday ⁊t 
> night. Mr. Godby ſetir for me to his houſe, told me 
there would be ſome enquiry upon the complaints of 
the meat, begged that I would nor ſay that 


bull 
beef had been delivered into the Hoſpicl 51 told bim 
my conſcience cannot do it; he faid he was very 51 
that I did not acquaint him ſoonef; that he would not 
have accepted of it; I told him 1 bad told e 
of it before? 
Q. What did he deſire you. to do? 1 
A. He deſired, that if I ſhould be called, to Cy 


that there was no bull beef ever delivered to the 


Hoſpital. 
Q. Repeat that converſation that you had with 
Mr. Godby directly as it happened in Point of 


time? 


A. Upon the 11th of June, a Sunday night, Mr, 
Godby lent for me to his own houſe, and in his own 
parlour he told me, that there would be ſome en- 
quiry made about the meat; he hoped I would not 
ſay any thing that there had been bull beef delivered 
to the Hoſpiral. told him that I certainly could not 
deny the truth; that I certainly muſt ſpeak the truth 
that there had been all the time l had been there. | 
Q. What did Mr. Godby ſoy about it? 
A. Mr. Godby did not ſay any thing farther 
about it; only he ſaid, if I had told him of it before, 
he would not have accepted of it; 1 * that I had 
told him ſeveral times. 

Q. And had you in fact told him? 

A. I did on the uſt of June, and cold him it 
had been ſo all the time I had been there, 

To what time did Mr. Godby refer, when he 
ſaid x; ou told him before 4 did he mean before the 
aſt of June, or any other time? 

A. No ſuch words paſſed as that. 
What did you underſtand that he meant, when 
he = he wiſhed you had told him fo before? 
A. I cannot tell what he might think whea he 
ſaid that. 
Q. Did any body elſe endeavour to perſnade you 
ſpeak. 1 04 re” 
es, upo n the 12th. ar 13th of June, the 
Re. Mr. Cooke ſent for me to his apartments, _ 
a 


2 


at 7 


1 8 d 8 f 8 $ 4 6 1 5 3 37 


hid a good deal of converſatioh about the meat, and 
laid he thought that bull ſtag beef, and ſuch like, 
was very good for the penſioners, as they are well 


dloathed arid laid in good beds, and ſo on; that he 


thought ir might do very well; 1 reaſoned a good deal 
about it; told Mr Cook that there was as much dif- 


ference between bull beef and ox beef, as between a 


piece of courſe hop-bag and fine cloth ? | | 

Q. Did he endeavour to perſuade you hot to ay 
there had been bull beef? 

A. He did not ſay much about that; he only at- 


ow that the beef was ſo and ſo; he did not per bade 5 


1 Was it all boll beef? From the titne you came 
wi had you no good beef ? 


A. Often we had a good quarter; bat a mixture of 
| and bull ſtag beef delivered into the kitchen, that you 


that ſort: 

Q. But, in general, during the whole courſe of 
har ten months, from September to June, was the 
beef bull or bull ſtag beef, or good ox beef. 

A. It was all in general very bad. 

Q. Do you imagine, for inſtance, chat here was 
any day that paſſed in which it was all god { ? 

A. Not ohe. 


Q. Was there any day i in which thete was no — 2 | 


portion of good? 

A. There might be one part ot two parts good; 
one very good quarter; two quarters will do at one 
kitchen; there might be one quarter of bull or bull 


_ "ſtag, and one quarter made up ot fairiſh ou ſort of 


meat ? 

. That is half and half? 

A. Not fo much; moſt worſe: 

Q The days you ſpeak of there was one quarter 
of the right ſort of beef, and one en of this ſort? 
A. Sometimes. | 
* —— that happen every day? 

Q. How often did ir happen 3 | 
A. It might be once a week or 0 | 

Q. How | many tithes did it happen in the whole 

year; that bull beef was brought in inſtead of ox beef ? 


A. There nevef was a day, for ten months, that a 


nw lot of ox beef was brought in. 


What did you mean by ſayings juſt now, that 


once a week it happened?d 
A. That a quarter might be good, and the reſt bad. 
Q. What was the proportion of good and bad? 
hat was the whole quantity brought in? 
A. About 460lb. a day to each kitchen. 


How many pounds of that _— were * 
SY 


A. May be 200lb. 


Q. And this happened every day; or once a week 3 ? 
A. Every day. 


<Q Every day during all that time ? 


es. 


| Q How) long have you been at Greenwich 
Hoſpital ? 


A. Ever fince the 29th of September, 1774. 


Q. Has this practice of giving bad meat to the 


men, prevailed ever lance ? { 
At; "NL 


Q. In how much of that time have you had good | 


5 or bad meat? 


A. Since the butcher be been caries it has 


been in general very good. 

Q. Before the butcher was convicted, how long 
had you bad meat? 

A. For ten months. 


Q Arid ſince that time you have had tolerable good 
meat? 


A. N.. 

| Q. Have you had any bull _ ſince 5 

A. No, none I believe. | 

QQ Explain what you mean by bull tags ? 3 
A. It happens among thoſe animals of bulls they 


are ſubject to a diſorder, they call it, that they take 


firing; after they are den ſerving cows, they are 
cut. | 


. Do you meat to ſay, that from ds time theſs 
Slee were made, in June, 1775, that the Bur- 


cher altered. his behaviour to the — and gave 


you the meat he ought to do ? 

A. Yes.., i 
2 Would an inſpeRion of 8 meat oe how 
long that bull had been cut? Can you diſtinguiſh if 
it had been cut a conſiderable time before ? Can you 


diſtinguiſh that from ox beef? 


A. Yes, very Ys either dead: or alive; more alive 


than dead. 


Q. How do you diſtinguiſh i it? 
A. By the ſhape and make of them; theſ: Saba 


are very thick in the neck, from an ox that is cut 


when it is young. 
Q. In the mean time that you found this bull beef 


had not made any complaint, had you been advited 


by any friend, for your own intereſt, to hold your 


tongue upon it ? 

A. No. 

. Q You will explain 55 matter, . the buck 
being ood fince the proſecution ? 


A. It has been very good in general; en 
no butcher in the kingdom can make it all alike; 
ſometimes there have been lots of beef and mutton 


that were not extraordinary: 

Q. Were there any complaints i in 1 776, or 1777; 
teſpeRiing ſow pork? _ 

A. Yes, it will be two years, the 22d of 8 


next. 


Then it was in April, 1777 5 
* Les; it was the Pork day, before che F 9 3 
day, as it is called. 
Q. What butcher was it from? 
A. Mr. Melliſh. 
Q. How was it complained of? 
A I believe it would have paſſed without any 
complaint; I did not mean to make any complaint of 
it; I did ſee it. A Lieutenant, who had no meaning, 


happened to ſpeak of it in the Council Room; and 
on the Friday night, and the next Board day, the 


Gentlemen of the Hoſpital, the Steward, and Clerk 


of the Cheque, and ſome other people, wrote againſt 


this Lieutenant to the Board, for mutiny, for ſaying 
there was ſow pork in the bin that day. 


Q. But you are a judge of the matter; was there 
ſow pork delivered in March 15 77, or not? 


A. Tes; there was one fow delivered with the 
teats cut off. . 

Q. Was there only one ſow 7 

A. Only one. 

Q. That has not been repeated, has it; 
A. No, never. 
Q. How much pork was ſent in that day? 

A. Between 13 and 14 cwt. 

Q. How much did that ſow weigh? = 

A. We did not weigh one by itſelf; it is all weigh- 
ed in one ule: 

[Alexander Moore withdrew, 


Captain B AILLIE called in. 


Q Whether you received, at any time, any thanks 
from any body for proſecuting, in this buſineſs, either 
of the butcher or of the ſervants ? 

A. I received a very honourable teſtimony of my 
poor ſervices, in the tranſportation of the butcher's 


ſervant, from the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, when 
he was tranſported. 


Q In what manner did you receive that teſ- 
timony ? - 


A. I had written a letter to his Lordſhip, upon 


that occaſion, ſetting forth the abuſe that had been 
committed in the Hoſpital ; and his Lordſhip was 


pleaſed to ſend me a letter acknowledging, that my 
ſervices were very laudable, and, in his eſtimation, 
proper and right. | 
* Have you that letter about you? 
A. Yes. 
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detection of the butcher? 


Q. I ſuppoſe the noble Lord has no _objeftion 6 
its being read? | 44 de 


38 


your activity, to bring the perpetratogs of the late abuſes 


now ſettled. 8 
I. am, with great regard, 
| Your moſt obedient, 
IS: Humble Servant, ' = 
Captain Baillie, - (Signed) SANDWICH. 


Q. What made you vneafy in your fituntion, as 
you have repreſented ? + 5 | 
A. When I was a Captain of the Hoſpital, I 


clearly ſaw that if ever I arrived at the Lieutenant- 


Government of the Hoſpital, that I had a torrent of 
abuſes to ſtem; which made me very indifferent 
about any preferment in Greenwich Hoſpital z and 
even at that time of day, I would have gone out of 


the Hoſpital upon any terms; and after that repre- . 
ſented my ſituation to Lord Sandwich, and would 
have gone to any pare of his Ws dominions, to 


have gone out of Greenwich Hoſpital; but it was my 
fate to ſtay there, and I have diſcharged my duty, in 
every part of my office, to the beſt of my ability. 
Q. Was there any thanks about the butcher ? 
A. When the butcher was d, and when 


depoſitions were taken before Mr. Pell, I incloſed 
authentic e of thoſe depofitions to the Firſt 


Lord of the Admiralty, and was quite aftoniſhed that 


I received no anſwer or fupport from his Lordſhip 


upon that occaſion; and upon an interview with his 
Lordſhip afterwards, I was received in a manner that 
I did not expect, in a very cool manner. I entreated 
his Lordſhip to take the contract from Mr. Melliſh ; 
that a man who had cheated the Hoſpital, by both 
himſelf and his ſervants, would perſevere in the ſame 
kind of conduct; and [I believe he has, till fince the 
laſt conviction, 5 bs 

Q. What time was it you ſent an account of your 

A. Soon after the gth of June, I encloſed the de- 
poſitions already mentioned to his Lordſhip ; I did 


not chooſe to write to the Board of Admiralty, be- 
cauſe I thought it would not be proper to diſcloſe the 
whole internal management of Greenwich Hoſpital 


Lordſkip. | 

Q. Inform the Committee what number of Clerks, 
deputies or ſervants, who are not ſeafaring men, have 
apartments in the Hoſpital, and thoſe that have 
wards ? = 7 Js: Af 

A. I believe in all, -fix, twenty-ſeven, or 
twenty-eight officers, under officers, and ſervants of 


to the Board, therefore I ſent it more privately to his 


the eſtabliſhment, that are actually lodged within the 


walls of the Hoſpital, and ſome in the wards of the 


© penſioners 3 if your Lordſhips pleaſe, I will begin 


with Mr, Eden; he has a large apartment at the South 


end of the buildings, called n Ann's Buildings. 


Mr. Ibbetſon has a very handſome and ſpacious ap- 
artment, at the other end of the ſame building, two 


large ftair-cafes leading to thoſe apartments, com- 
 municate with ſeveral of the wards in that quarter; 
«theſe ftair=caſes are not encloſed, but the avenues 


leading to the feveral wards, are encloſed for the pri- 
vate convenience of theſe gentlemen; I have been 
often obſtructed in my duty, in viſning thoſe wards, 


becauſe there now remains only a narrew ſtair caſe 


* 


retirement mpon the noble Foundation where you are 
made upon that occaſion. 


F LORDS. 5 
leading to them; it has been my pleaſure and my 


| pride, to ſhew that Hoſpital to ſeveral foreign Princes, 
particularly to the Prince of Brunſwick, two Princes 


of Heſſe, &c. &c. but that quarter of the Hoſpital is 
not now ſhewn to ſtrangers upon that account, not 
to mention the other inconveniencies. There are be- 
fides, the Reverend Mr. Cooke; he is lodged there 


| as Chaplain of the Hoſpital 3 the Reverend Mr. 


Maule, and Mr. Godby, have handſome apartments, 
Mr. Godby has had an addition to his apartments; 
the Secretary to Sir John Norris, brought up a large 
family in that apartment, without requiring any ad- 
dition to it; Mr. Godby has had an additional room 
or two fince, his apartment not being thought large 
enough. 9 | 225 | | E 
Q. What was that room taken out of? 
A. I believe part of one of the offices, either out 
of his own or the Treaſurer*s-office, an exchange was 
Q. Upon the whole, there is twenty-ſix or twenty- 
ſeven landmen, who are lodged in the wards of t 


. on ogg 3 
A. Not ſo many landmen actually lodged in the 


wards of the penſioners, ſome of them are in appart- 


ments in the Hoſpitall. 

Q How many are lodged in the ward? 
A. Francis Cook, Secretary's Clerk, has a hand- 
ſome apartment in the wards of the penſioners, I 
believe little inferior to a Captain's apartment ; 
he occupies to the amount of twenty-four or twenty- 
fix cabins. : . 

Q. How many cabins of penſioners do you think 


are occupied by Officers in the Houſe ? 


A. If I include the Officers, there are ſeveral Of- 
ficers lodged in that part of the building, that were 
originally intended, certainly for wards, becauſe the 


Proper apartments are occupied by others, who 
don't appear to me to have a right in the eſtabliſh 


ment; Lieutenant Gordon is [lodged in a part of the 
= er founded for wards; Lieutenant Kerr, the 
Clerk of the Cheque, the two Matrons, and the Clerk 
of the Works, but there are about forty-eight or fifty 
cabins. occupied by intruders, that have been cabins 
during my time? )) 

Q. Upon the whole, how many cabins of penſioners 
are occupied by Officers? e 

A. Really I cannot tell how many cabins, becauſe 
ſome of thoſe cabins were occupied before 1 came 
into the Hoſpital, but there are about forty-eight ſo 
occupied,. that have been. cabins, that I remember the 
greater part of, if not all of them. | 

Q. Is there any objection for want of room for the 
penlioners ? E 
A. There is certainly rooms ſufficient for the num- 
ber of penſioners that inhabit at preſent, but there 
are always ſeamen waiting in expectation of ad- 
miſſion? 8 
Q. Lord Sandwich, Was that the anſwer, that 
there were always ſeamen waiting to be admit- 
ted? tn nas 1 

A. I underſtand there are always people coming 
down to Greenwich Hoſpital, intreating for admiſſion 

Q. Do you ſay, that you know that there are ſea- 
men waiting to be admitted? | 

A. I have often heard it. „ 

Q. Speak from your own knowledge; do you know 
any ſuch thing? 3j 

A. I know an extraordinary inſtance of a ſea- 
man, that did not get admiſſion into the Hoſpital; 
I don't Know at preſent. _  _. wy 

Q. Whether you don't know of any vacancy at 
the preſent time for penſioners? WIR 

A. Iam not in office at Greenwich Hoſpital at 
preſent. STI RE ] ̃ ͤ 10 Carer iin Cd. 
Q. I aſk you if you don't know that there is any 
vacancy for penſioners? How can you ſay that there 
are ſeamen waiting to be admitted ? 1 
A. I underſtood it to have been always the caſe, 
that there are a number upon the liſt at the Admi- 


ralty. 
Q. Do 


” 


> PP 


A. Two thouſand one hundred and fixty-nine, 
| beſides nurſes and boys. 
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Q. Do you ſay it is ſo. nowꝰ 


A. I don't fay fo by any means, becauſe I don't 
' know the lift of the Admiralty z I cannot judge of that. 


Q Be ſo good as give the remarkable inſtance you, 
mentioned that you have known? . | 


A. I knew a particular inſtance of a ſeaman, 


who was recommended by Admiral Barrington, to 


be admitted into Greenwic Hoſpital, ' the man died. 


in Greenwich, in the room of à meſs-mate of his, 
that was a penſioner in Greenwich Hoſpital, he 


died with twenty years ſervitude in his pocket, which 


I can produce; he had been at the Admiralty be- 
tween the examinations, they examine but once in 
three months, and he (between the examingtions) 
died, and did not-get admittance into the Hoſpital. 
I don't mean to bog Bow charge againſt any 
perſon, for that ir might be an accidental thing, and 1. 
believe it was. 1 . 5 

Q. How many examinations do they go through 
at the Admiralty? _ Ee 

A. I cannot ſay as to that; I believe but once, on 
the firſt Thurſday in the quarter. „ 


Q. How many penſioners are lodged in the Hoſpital? 


Q. Do you ever remember a time when more were 
lodged in the Hoſpital than now? 

A. I believe there never were more, | 

Q. Then where is the difference between one time 
and another ? if there is always ſufficient for this pur- 


pole, 2 1 24 never was more, the wards of the Pen- 
fioners 


as not? 


came into the Hoſpital, there was not above fifteen 
hundred penſioners, they are continually increaſing; 


as the funds of the Hoſpital increaſe, ſo the pen- 


ſioners increaſe, 'becauſe I humbly imagine, there 
are always objects ſufficient; we have five hundred out- 
ſioners no. „ | 
Q. Where was the miſchief in taking off forty- 
eight or fifty of theſe cabins of the penſioners, when 
the remainder of the Hoſpital was more than ſuffi- 
cient to lodge all the penſioners in it? 
A. There are more than five hundred out-pen- 


fioners now, 1 dare ſay, every man of them would be 


glad to get into the Hoſpital if they could, | 
Q. Are they out-penſioners from choice, or how 
is that?? „ 
A. The one has 71. a year, the other has a much 
better eſtabliſhment. „5 
Q. How many out- penſioners are there now ? 
A. It is uncertain to ſay now; I believe about five 


hundred ; ſome of them go to the Eaſt-Indies and 


abroad, it is difficult to aſcertain them, 
Q. How many men might be admitted, if thoſe 
out-penſioners were to be received ? ES 


A. If thoſe gentlemen I have named were remov- 


ed, I ſuppoſe the Hoſpital would contain two hun- 
dred more penſioners. - | 


Q. But if they were removed, would there be 
room to lodge ſo many more penſioners conve- 
niently? Sr og 5 
A. If the perſons that have no right to Greenwich 
Hoſpital were removed, there would be room for a 
great many more than there are now. 


Eleven following gueſtions by Lord Sandwich, | 
Q. Do you mean that all thoſe apartments of the 


Hoſpital have been cabins formerly ? 


A. No, I do not mean to explain myſelf in that 
manner. | 


Q. Have theſe cabins been taken away from 3 


that inhabited them? 
A. Tes, about ſorty- eight. 


N 


Q. About fortyZeight have been taken away. Was 


the number of penſioners diſmiſſed when they were 
taken away? 5155 1 

A. I don't ſay that they have been turned out of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, but there has been ſo many leſs 


admitted. 


: Greenwich Hoſpital, ſhould be incumbere 


ight be as well given up for other purpoſes 


A. It would hold more penſioners, fifty more, if 
| thoſe cabins were given up for that purpoſe; when I 


_ Q. Leſs admitted? there is a certain number efta- = 
bliſhed whea thoſe cabins were taken away to be fitted. 
up for rooms for the Officers, whether all the pen- 
ſioners had not been admitted ? [Ot 


A.. Nobody has been turned out of the Hoſpital, 
but thoſe apartments have been deſtroyed, and other: 
apartments made up for penſioners; 3 


If choſe Officers were turned out of the Hoſ- 
pital, muſt not lodgings be taken for them in the. 
town, or ſame. where elle? _ 8 4 
A. No; becauſe I don't underſtand that they have 
any right to the eſtabliſhment, thoſe Clerks that have 
not been at ſea? | 10 5 
Q. Suppoſe they had been all ſeamen, you will 


allow, I ſuppoſe, that it is neceſſary to have ſome 


Clerks and people to go on with the buſineſs of the 
Hoſpital ? 5 1 
A. Yes; but I don't think that a Charity, ke 
wit 
people that have never been at ſea in their lives, 
Q. But ſuppoſing thoſe Clerks were all ſeamen, . 
then are they, or are they not, neceſſary for carrying 


on the bulineſs of the Hoſpital ? 


A. The buſineſs of Greenwich Hoſpital cannot be g 
carried on without Clerks; but there is ſuch a num- 
ber of landmen lodged in the Hoſpital; that they out- 


number the Sea Officers in proportion, becauſe thoſe 


twenty-ſix or twenty-ſeven are more than we have 
Captains or Lieutenants, or Naval Officers, in the 
Hoſpital. | | e 

Q. Does not a man who has been at ſea take up 
as much room in a bed, or in an apartment, as a 
man who has not been at ſea ? 

A. One of theſe men take up ſix, nay, ten times 
as much room as a common penſioner. | 

Q. But a penſioner or a Clerk, being a ſeaman, 
takes up as much room as a landman, does he not? 

A. One of thoſe Clerks take up much more room. 

Q. You was aſked by the noble Lord, whether 
one man does not take up as much room as another? 

A. Certainly ſo, 1 80 ; | : 

Q. Did the taking away theſe fifty cabins leave leſs. 
room for the penſioners than formerly ? 

A. Certainly. 


| Q. Lord Cheſterfield. How came you in your letter, 


after the fire, to deſire that a lodging might be ap- 
pointed for you; after that fire you ſay there was 
room for all the byrnt-out penſioners, and for you 
into the bargain?  - 1 3 
A. In the firſt place, the ſervice has required the 
aid and aſſiſtance of a great number of penſioners from 
Greenwich Hoſpital; I did myſelf procure two hun- 


dred and fifty or three hundred men to fit out the 


different ſhips in the river; when, before my return 
from Brighthelmſtone laſt year, they could not raiſe 
above forty; the men burnt out are, I apprehend, 
lodged in their cabins ; there are about two hundred 
more have leave to lie out of the Hoſpital with their: 
wives and families; and I conclude, of courſe, that 
thoſe men's beds are occupied who lie out. 
Q. How came you to write ſuch a letter from a con- 
cluſion? How many cabins weredeſtroyed by the fire? 
A. I was not in office then; about two hundred 
and fifty, I imagine, or two hundred. | 
Q. If the Clerks lodged out, would not their. 
lodging be liable to be paid fer by the Charity ? 
A. There is no ſuch we gh 
Q. If the handſome and ſpacidus apartments which 
are allotted to theſe gentlemen were contracted. fo as 


to or them à decent and convenient habitation, 
wou 


d not the Hoſpital, upon ſuch an alteration as 
that, he able to contain a great many more. penſioners? 
A. It would be very difficult to contract ſome of 
thoſe apartments, unleſs you put the Officers only upon 
one floor; that part of the building was intended 
originally as a palace; it was not finiſhed in ſnug 


ſmall apartments. 


Q. Then I underſtand you it would be difficult, or 
very inconvenient, to convert ſome of theſe apartments 
into penſioners wards or cabins ? 


A. Some 
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it convenient for the Officer ß 


ſhort time and at a little expence. 


no in it? 
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A. Some of theſe apartments might be eaſily con- 
verted into apartments for the Lieutenants who oc- 
cupy wards, and then the penſioners might be put 
in:o their apartments, which were intended for wards: 

Q. They could make ſuch an alteration to make 


Q Ves. : 


And what do you think might be the number of 


penſioners that might be added to the Hoſpital ? © 
A. Fifty. Some of them might be altered in a 


Q. And ſhould you have room enough then 


to 5 the Officers who are lodged there at 


preſent 


no right to lodge there at all. 


Q. Have there not been conſiderable enlargements 


made to the apartments of ſeveral of theſe Officers ? 
A. Yes, ſome additional apartments. | 


Q.: Have they been conſiderable ; and to what 


amount? | 


A. In 1771 or 1772, eleven cabins were taken away | 
to accommodate Mr. Ibbetſon; I complained of it 
to the Lords of the Admiralty, and that was re- 


dreſſed. | 


Q. I want to know what have been unredreſſed ? 
A. The Secretary's Clerk, the Clerk of the Cheque's ' 
Clerk, the Steward's Clerk, have had apartments, | 


which have not been redreſſed. 


Q. Are thoſe apartments taken from the penſioners 


wards fo * 
- A. Moſt of them were © © 


Q. Lord Sandwich, Whether 1 did not myfelf make 
it my buſineſs to have Mr. Ibbetſon's cabins imme- 
diately reſtored to the penſioners? ? 

A. I had the honour to lay that complaint before 
your Lordſhip at the Admiralty ; I waited all day ; 
I had no anſwer of any ſort directly or indirectly, and 


never knew that the cabins were to be reſtored tl 1 


ſaw them putting up again. 


Q. Lord Sandwich, 1 have not had an anſwer; 


my queſtion was, whether you don't know that the 
moment I heard of theſe cabins being pulled down 


made it my bufinefs to call a General Court, and 
ordered them to be put up again in three weeks? 


A. They were put up again. 5 
Q. Lord Sandwich, And you don't know that I 
ordered it ? ee e 
A. No. Tio 
Hoſpital will bear the addition of more penſioners 
than are in e 


Hoſpital that is held out towards the penſioners, it 
would: the Directors are reſerved and ſparing in 
every thing that concerns the penſioners, ſuch as their 
ſhoes and ſtockings; in every article concerning the 
penſioners; and in my humble opinion, great part 


of the revenue of the Hoſpital is laid out in many 
unneceſſary alterations, reparations, and buildings, 


when we have not money to pay for it. 
Q. As it is, I A know whether the revenue 
of the Hoſpital will bear more penſioners than are 


-A. I can't pretend to anſwer that queſtion pre- 
ciſely . the expence of the penſioners now is 308. or 


325. per man, per annum, more than it was, and 1 


poſitively ſay, the neceſſaries have been worſe, - - 
Qi Do you know that any money has been applied 


for to Parliament this year and the laſt towards the 


ſupport of Greenwich Hoſpital © 
A. 1 have not ſeen the votes to know what has been 
done this year; but I believe in the Jaſt three years 


they have had £.15,000, £.6000, L. 4000, and 


1. 5000. 0 


A. No; I ſpeak of the Clerks, who 1 think have 


ſiderably. 
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. Q, think you ſaid there had been about forty: 
eight cabins taken from the penſioners lince your me- 
mory, for the increaſe of the apartments "1 different 
Officers; did you ſay fo or not?: 

A. I don't ſpeak exactly to forty-eight, but there: 


abouts, it might be two or three more or leſs. 


that it was neceſſary to take theſe cabins? 
A. There was no Officet acconimodated, but theſe 
Clerks mikitpare TOTES: 
Q. Where were the Cletks lodged before? 
* a Some of them Had tio lodgings in the Hoſpital 
Q. Was the buſineſs öf the Hoſpital carried on az 
well before as it has been fince? © 
A. Much better; there was not then that faction 
or patty bf landmen that there is at preſent. 
Q. Was the duty of the Hoſpital carried on better 


Q. Were there additivna] Officers accommodated. 


or worſe? — 


A. Full as well; becauſe they have introduced not 
only themſelves, but their wives and families. 

Q. Whether. theſe forty-eight cabins, or there- 
abouts, were taken for the purpoſe of putting in them 
freſh Officers, or Clerks, of Servants, or were they 
for enlarging the apartments of thoſe gentlemen ? 

A. I believe the greater part of them were for 
entire new apartments; there was one apartment that 
was appropriated for the uſe of the Governor's Clerk. 
In conſequence of ſo many cabins being taken away 
before, there was not room for the penſioners, and 
then that apartment he had was converted into cabins, 


E | Aalen another apartment given him in the new building. 
Q. Were the additions to the Steward's Clerk taken 
from the penſionets ward? 
A. No; that was a part taken in the new building 
that would have lodged a Lieutenant very well. 


Q. Where were the chief of thoſe Clerks and 
people lodged before thoſe forty-eight cabins were. 
applied to their uſe? oh 
A. I don't know that they had any lodgings but 
what they paid for in the town on their own account, 
For inſtarice, the Secretary's Clerk; he has no buſineſs 
in Greenwich Hoſpital but once in. three. weeks: for 


about two hours; the Boards of Directors are prin- 


cipally held in London. 
Q. You was afked, if there is not a fixed num- 
ber of penfioners in Greenwich Hoſpital ? Do you 
know of any fixed number 
A. I don't know of any fixed number, according 
to the room we have; the men have increaſed con- 
Q. Is there not always a certain, fixed number 
that are upon the eſtabliſhment there: 
A. According to the number of cabins we have 
to e h ooo 
Q. This goes to the former point; you don't 


„„ build cabins, do you, unleſs the revenue will pay the 
Q. Pray do you know whether the revenue of the 5 


building of the cabins, and for the nouriſhment of 
the inhabitants of thoſe cabins? Do you think it 


for the advantage of the Hoſpital to lay out money 
A. I believe, if there was the fame ſort of fruga- 
lity in every other department in the expences of the 


in building cabins, when you can't afford to find 
proviſions to maintain the people that are to inhabit 
nennen ene 
A. I think it would be much more for the benefit 
of Greenwich Hoſpital to find cabins for penſioners, 
than to lay out 15001. at one ſtroke, for cleaning the 
Painted Hall, and 1200l. for obtaining a new 
Charter. e e ee 
Q.. You ſaid, heretofore, ſeveral of the Clerks were 


: lodged out of the Hoſpital ; I ſhould be glad to know, 


whether they had any increaſe” of ſalary to provide 
lodgings? Or were lodgings provided and paid for 
out of the Hoſpital's funds ? OT USE” 


. A. I believe one Steward's Clerk had a little mat- 


ter allowed him, to pay for a lodging in town. In 
that caſe, neither his family, nor children, nor ſer- 
vants, were entailed on the Hoſpital, which is a great 
expence to it. ge | 1 N 5 
Q. When he got an apartment in the Hoſpital, was 
that little taken off? © nds OM IY ge 
enn, 57 | r 
Q. You ſay by receiving the wives and families 
into the Hoſpital, that they become a burthen upon 
the Hoſpital. Are they maintained by the . 
| A. The 


4 


n O S E © 


A. The Surgeon and Aporhecary's bills run high; 
they are entitled to the adviee of thoſe perſons; that 
entails not only one but ten perſons, perhaps. They 
are allowed ſeveral sther little things, beſide their 
apartments; and ſmall beer without exciſe, and all 
thoſe little kind of things. PETS 

Q. Lord 'Chefterfield. Has your family been any 
additional expenee to the Hofpital? | 

A. By the inſtitution of the Hoſpital, every Officer's 
family is allowed thoſe induſgences. 

Q. Was your family any additional expence to the 
Hoſpical:? i by: 

A. I believe not more than any other Officer; 
believe a great deal leſs than any other Officer's 
family in the Hoſpital, _ 8 

Q. If I underſtand you right, thoſe additional Offi- 
cers that were before lodged in the town, are lodged 
in the Hoſpital now; by which means they have re- 
moved about forty-eight cabins, or thereabouts ? 

A. I:don't know where they lodged before; they 


did not lodge in the Hoſpital; ſome lodged in Lon- 


don, ſotne in Deptford. 
Q. Yon have been afked, whether it would be ad- 
vantageous to the Hoſpital 'to have 'more cabins 
than they have a fund for providing for the people? 
You was, I think, aſked that queſtion? 
A. I was. | 
What was your anſwer to that? 5 
A. Certainly, I think, Parliament would not be- 
grudge a ſmall matter to the ſeamen of the Hoſpital, 
if the revenue-ſhould fall a little ſhort. . 
Qlf I miſunderſtood you, you will ſet me right. 
Did not yon ſay you think there might be a great 
many more penſioners maintained, if there was a pro- 
per economy in the Hoſpital ? | 


7 


A. I do think a conſiderable number more; I think 


ſo ſincerely in my conſcience? 


% 


Qi. And in that caſe, if there were more penſioners, ; 


would not the additional cabins, that are now given 
to thoſe Officers and ſervants, be wanted for them ? 
A. Certainly, | | | 
Q. May it not be an inducement to thoſe Officers, 
knowing they would be turned out of their cabins, 
not to increaſe the number of penſioners ? | 

A. It does not depend upon thoſe Officers. 

Q. If the fund was Increaſed for the penſioners, 
might there not be more rooms made in the Hoſpital 
for penſian es tt e ds ws 

A. Certainly there might. 
Without removing thoſe Officers you com- 
plain of ? | 

A. I don't know that there could. | 

Q. Was there any room, before the fire, to put up 
more cabins, without removing any of the Clerks 
out of the Hoſpital ? i | 

A. I believe not, unleſs the Infirmary were to be 
filled; we always keep a little ſpare foom, in caſe of 
any epidemic diſtemper. 


Q. How many ſpare rooms do you keep ? 


A. Thirty or forty cabins, 1 believe, from we- 


mory. 5 8 
Q. Lord Sandwich. Was not ſome of thoſe rooms 
taken away, and had cabins put in them, fince I have 
been at the Admiralty ? | 
A. There have been ſome fire places taken away, 
to make more room, at a very conſiderable expence. 
Q. But has it been done? 
A. Yes; but if the Clerks had been removed, it 
would have bcen done without any expence hardly. 
Q Don't the out-penſioners come up here, every 
year, to receive their pay ? L 
A. No, at their own pleafure, as it ſuits them; 
ſometimes they make a voyage to the Eaft or Weſt 
Indies, and then come and get their money, or it is 
paid to their Attornies. | | 
Q Suppoſe they are in England, are they not 
obliged to gome and receive their penſion ? 


A. Not unleſs they chuſe it; their money is re- 


mitted to their Attornies. 
Q. Without their coming up? 


. ME 
A. Yes, without'the expence or trouble of coming 
Q. There are dut-penſioners live as far off as 
Liverpool ? ; 

A. In all parts of the kingdom. 
Q Do you know any at Liverpool? 

A. Not particularly. | 


Q. But you ſay there are ſome who would wiſh to 


be in-peofioners'? 
A. I believe the greater part of them. 
money? 3 | | 
A. Idon't believe they have any difficulty to get it; 
it is always paid regularly. 
Q. You think it an advantage to be an in- 
penſioner ? | | | 
Q. How many out-penfioners do you think there 


are now, that would wiſh to be in- penſioners. 


A. I dare ſay more than half, three quarters per- 


haps; there are very few but what would wiſh to be 
in Greenwich Hoſpital, 


Q How many in-penfioners do you think there 
are at this time, that are not ſeamen ? 33 
A. 1 believe they are all ſrafaring men; I don't 
know any abuſe in that particular; I don't know of 
any ſuch, pla 5 

Q. Whether it is neceſſary for an out- penſioner to 
come to London to receive his pay? 


A. No, I believe it is not; they have it remitted to 


them, with all 3 to the different Collectors 
where they happen to live. 
Q. Inform the. Committee what money is given to 
the penſioners of the Hoſpital, inſtead of proviſions ? 
A. There is a great deal of money given to the 
penſioners inſtead of proviſions, I believe to at leaſt 
half the penſioners, e have very near two thouſand 
four hundred, including penſioners, nurſes, and boys, 
and 1 don't think we feed, upon an average, one 
thouſand. ED „„ 
Q. Pleaſe to repeat what you have juſt ſaid? _ 
A. We have two thouſand one hundred and fixty 
nine penfioners, one hundred and thirty nurſes, and 
one hundred and forty boys out of that number, 
amounting to about two thouſand four hundred ; we 


feed about one thouſand; 5 


Q. What are the perſons that have money, in what 
manner, and on what account ? 
A. There is firſt of all a liſt, that is called the Money 
Liſt ; that Money Lift was originally the full value 
of the penſioners allowance, when that was firſt inſti- 


tuted, how long ago I can't tell; I believe it took 


place about the year 1736, or fince perhaps, I cannot 
fay ; the proviſions of a penſioner were then eſtimated 
at ſixpence per diem, I confider it now worth ſeven- 
pence or ſeven-pence halfpenny; they are paid only 
ſixpence, that is a ſaving to the Hoſpital. | 

Q. How is that granted? Is it granted to every 
penſioner who chuſes to aſk for it? 
A. It is a ſort of favour granted by the Directors 
of the Hoſpital ; there was a great abuſe in that, but 
now it is only done by the recommendation of the 
Phyſician and Surgeon ; that lift has increaſed to very 
near four hundred, I believe. 1 

Q. And at the recommendation of the Surgeon, 


money is given to theſe penſioners? What is it given 


in lieu of ? | 

A. All Kinds of proviſions whatever; it makes 
them a ſort of out-penfioners, for they don't even 
muſter. | 

Q. Do they he in the Hoſpital? 

A, Yes; unleſs the Couscil give them leave to lie 
out, which is ſometimes granted, | 


Q. They receive ſixpence, without any deduction? 


A. Ves, without any deduction whatever. 

Q. How does it appear that this is a ring to the 
hoſpital ? Is ſeven-pence halfpenny charged! 

A. No, but if they were victualled, it would cer- 
tainly coſt that, F 


* Does that ſaving go to the Charity Stock? 


Q Have they ſome difficulty to receive their 
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A. I believe it is not applied to that purpoſe. 
What were the abules that occaſioned that 
altermion that you ſay has happened there, that now 
it is only upon the recommendation of the Surgeon 
and Phyſician ? 
A. That liſt increaſed ſo much, that it took the 


men off the Butler's and the Chalk-off Liſt, which 


are appropriated to the purpoſes of the charity z as the 
charity ſuffered by their being taken from the But- 
ler's and the Chalk-off Lift, it was thought neceſſary 

to put ſome reſtraint upon it. 

Q. What number have now the money allowed 
in lieu of proviſions ? 

A. From three hundred and fifty, I believe, to four 
hundred, 

Q What is the Chalk-off Liſt ? 

A. It is a Liſt that every man indiſeriminately, 
upon his firſt admiſſion into Greenwich Hoſpital, is 
put on whether he likes it or not; in ſhort, they don't 


aſk his conſent, but they give him money in lieu of 


meat, and cheeſe twice a week ; that inſtead of having 
meat five times a week, they have it, upon an aver- 
age, about three times; there is a profit ariſing 
from that, one fifth part of the original contract 
price is deducted ; the profit goes to the charity ſtock, 

Q. How much are they allowed ? 

A. There is one fifth part deducted from the con- 
tract price. 
Q. Upon what articles? 

A. Upon the meat, and upon the cheeſe; for in- 


ſtance, they get about twopence halfpenny for a 


1 of meat, which coſts perhaps three-pence 
alfpenny. 

Q. What becomes of that? Is the meat furniſhed 
by the butcher, and then ſold again ? 4 

A. No, it is not furniſhed. 

Q. And then is that ſer down, as ſo much fur- 


niſhed for the Hoſpital ? 


A. No, they. only ſet down what is received, cer- 
tainly, 

Q. How is the difference applied to the-Charity 
Stock ? 


A. The men are paid leſs money for their pro- 


\ viſions than the contract, and the difference between 


what they pay the men, and what would have been 
otherwiſe paid to the Contractor, is appropriated to 
the Charity Stock. _ 

Q. And that is inſtead of meat and cheeſe ? : 

A. Ves. | 

Q. For how many days in a week ? 

A. Upon an average, about twice in a week ; in 


order to induce theſe men to ſubmit to that regula- 


tion, they are allowed. broth made out of the other 


men's meat; ſo that they have that indulgence 1 


alternately, .becauſe every man alike is ſubject to that 
regulation. 


. Are all the men in the Hoſpital indifcrimi- 


nately ſubject to this? 

A. Yes, except thoſe upon the Money Liſt and 
the Butler's Liſt: I was going to ſay that by that 
regulation the broth is much impoveriſhed, becauſe 
we make broth for four hundred men that do not 
boil meat in the copper, which impoveriſhes the 
broth, and ſuch poor broth brings diſgrace 455 
the Hoſpital. 

Q. What is the Butler's Liſt ? 

A. The men on that Liſt ſell all their allowance, 
except beer; they cannot fell that, becauſe it would 


probably bring exciſe upon the Hoſpital ; beſides, it is 


better than they can buy for the money they would 
receive, there being no exciſe upon it. There is 
one-fifth part likewiſe deducted from the original 
price of = reſt of their allowance, which is n 
to the Charity Stock. | 

Q. What is the conſequence of this ? Do you 
imagine that it is productive of any diſorder. or 
drunkenneſs in the Hoſpital ? 

A. It cauſes a ſcene of diſſipation and drunken- 
neſs throughout the Hoſpital; for ſeamen are like 
children, they have little or no thought for themſ-lves. 


that ſubject to the proper Officers ? 


. Hoſpital, and deſired the Council to enquire into 


of Auguſt, 1776. 


Directors ? 


F LORDS BS 
Q Have there been any complaints made upon 


A. The Board of Directors themſelves took nc notice 
of this ſcene of drunkenneſs and irregularity in the 


the cauſe of it; the Council did ſo, and reported to 
the Board of Directors unanimouſly, that they thought 
it owing to the Chalk-off Liſt that occaſioned all 
that a and irregularity in the Hoſpital. 

Q. Be ſo good as to point out the Minutes of the 
Council upon that matter? 

A. It is in the Minutes of the Council of the gth | 


Mr. BALL called in, Clerk of the oh 


Q Read the Minutes of the Council of gth Au- 
guſt, 1776. 


Mr. BALL read the 22 2 5 


% A Minute of the Board of Directors com- 
“ plaining of the irregularity of the penſioners, was 
4 laid before the Council, who were unanimouſly 
* of opinion, that the Money Liſt and Butler's Lit, 
e ſince the great encreaſe of penſioners, is now be⸗ 
e come neceſſary and expedient, having no place at 

©. preſent to accommodate them at the tables, where 
« only twelve hundred and fifty can commodiouſly 
dine; beſides which, it contributes to the eaſe and 

« ſatisfaction of thoſe who have families, by dining 
„with them, and alſo from the confinement of at- 
* tending twice a day at the hall for their proviſions, 
* That the chalking off the penſioners, and giving 
* money indiſcriminately to all upon their firit ad- 
<« miſſion, is not only contrary to the eſtabliſhment, 
<« but injurious to the health and morals of the 
« penſioners, and is attended with many inconve- | 
e niencies, improprieties, and irregularities z and the 
“ Council are unanimouſly of opinion, that the ſaid 
« cuſtom ought to be totally aboliſhed, there being 
« ſufficient room in the dining halls to dine all the - 
„ Chalk-off Men.“ 

Q You keep the Minutes of the Council ? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You don't keep the Minutes of che Court of 


A. No, Mr. Ibbetſon keeps them. 
Mr. IBBETSON called in, Secretary to the Diredrs. 


Q. Do you know of any anſwer that was made to 
the Minutes of the Council of the gth of Auguſt, 
6? 
N I don't know of any anſwer that was made 
immediately to the Council upon that buſineſs. 
Q. Were any ſteps taken in conſequence of it? 
A. I will read ro your Lordſhips what paſſed upon 
that occaſion, 
* On the 3d of Auguſt, 1776, the Board taking 
« notice of many inconveniencies which attend the 
<« practice of the penſioners ſelling their proviſions, 
and alſo that of their being chalked off, and money 
„given them in lieu of their meat upon admiſſion 
% into the Hoſpital on account thereof, inſtead of 
e having the allowance of meat, acccording ro the 
* eſtabliſhment five days, they have it only in their 
turns, three days in the week, and improper ulcs 
* made of the money ſo received by them in lieu, 
„ &c, &c. 
© Reſolved, That the Council be deſired to report 
e their opinion to this Board on Saturday next, if 
„the aboliſhing the cuſtom of chalking off, and 
giving ſuch money in lieu, which appears pro- 
„ ductive of ſo many irregularities, &c. will be at- 
“ rended with any, and what improprieties and in- 
% conventencies. That the Board meet on Saturday 
e next to take this matter into conſiderat ion. 
“ On Saturday following, the roth of Auguſt, 
* a Minute of the Council of the gh inſtant 1 * 
« rea 
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« T's in anſwer to a reference from this Board, 


« whereby it appears, that they are unanimouſly of 


« opinion the Money and Butler's Liſts ſhould be con- 
_«-tinued, but the cuſtom of chalking off ſhould be 
« totally aboliſhed, to prevent their making improper 
« yſes of the money ſo received by them, in lieu of 
« meat and cheeſe. The farther conſideration of the 
% Money and Butler's Lifts, and chalking off the 


« penſioners, are poſtponed,” and nothing ſeems to 
be done upon that occaſion. 7 
My Lords, I was abſent through illneſs; and the 
motives of it, and how it came to be dropt, I can- 
not ſay, further than the Minutes fay. 

Q Was there no further ſtep taken upon it? 

A. 

Q. That practice continues to this day? 

A. There has no alteration taken place that I 
know f. 5 „ 
| [Mr. Ibbetſon withdrew. 


Captain BAILLIE called in again. 


Q. Whether you know who inſtituted this cuſtom 


of the Chalk-off Liſt—In whoſe time was it inſti- 
tuted? 1 
A. It was before my time. 1 8 | 
Q. Don't you know who was Steward of the Hoſ- 
pital when it was inſtituted ? 7 15 | 
A. I cannot ſpeak upon oath to that, I believe it 


was Mr, Bell, a former Steward—it was done before 
I came into the Hoſpital, | | 


Q. Did you never ſee it in a book that it was Mr. 


Bell ? | | 
A. I have, in a book lately publiſhed, called © A 


« State of Facts,“ but I don't know poſitively, that 
that is the fact, becauſe I ſee it there in print? 


| [Captain Baillie withdrew. 
Mr. IBBETSON called in again. 


Q. Whether or not you think that the giving of 
money inſtead of the allowance of meat, has been 
the means of encreaſing drunkenneſs, idleneſs, and 
diſſipation in the Hoſpital ? „ 

A. For one, I cannot conceive that it has, becauſe, 
if the penſioners had been permitted to go on, as 
they did at the time that that regulation was made, 
which is now upwards of 50 years ago; it was made, 
I think, in the years 1725, it did appear-then, and 
appears upon the Minutes, I believe, on the books, 
which are now upon your Lordſhips table, that the 
reaſon of taking it up was, that the penſioners at 
that time, took their proviſions and fold them in the 
neighbouring villages about Greenwich, and that 
they got for it much Jeſs than when that regulation 
afterwards took place, to ſell it to the Butler; if 
they can make money of proviſions, they will, with 
that money, undoubtedly buy drink, if they are in- 
clined to do ſo; the only queſtion is, whether they 
may not be enabled to buy more, becauſe they have 
a greater allowance for it from the Hoſpital. 

Q. I think the allowance now is three oxen a week 
on beef day? 

A. I don't know any thing of the detail of that. 
QQ Lord Sandwiſb. Do you know who was the 
contriver of this Chalk- off Liſt. 

A. Of the money liſts, in general, Mr. Bell; the 
Chalk- off, I imagine, is one of them; there is a Mi- 
nute that lies now upon your Lordſhips table of the 
General Court, where Mr. Bell, when he applied · for 
ſuperannuation, hath enumerated all the ſervices 
that he had done to Greenwich Hoſpital ; there was 
a printed memorial handed about it, but the ſub- 
ſtance of it is entered in theſe Minutes; among other 
things that he took credit and merit for, was his 
having introduced this regulation of the penfioners 
being permitted to take money in lieu of proviſions, 
and he had a reward of 500l. given him by the 
General Court for his ſervices, that among the reſt, 


ONS, 


' tenance of theſe boys? 


43 
(Reads) At a General Court held at the Admiralty, 
17th of November, 1761, prefent Lord Anſon, Dr. 
. 1 
Reſolved, That Mr. Bell, the Steward, who 
through his long ſervice, great age, and other infir- 
mities, is become incapable of performing the duty 
of his office, be ſuperannuated at 100 l. per annum 


during his natural life, &c. and in conſideration of 


the great and beneficial ſervices following by him, 
done and performed to the Hoſpital during his Stew- 
ardſhip, the Court are pleafed to. order and direct, 
that a gratuity of 300 |, be given him as a reward 
for the ſame; among the reſt were the introduction 
of the three money lifts. 


Q. At what time was the inſtitution of theſe cha- 


rity boys? 


A. I believe about the year 1723. N 

Q. I want to know how long after the inſtitution 
of theſe boys it was, that Mr. Bell had planned this 
ſcheme that you have now read. for the better main- 

A. I believe it was about the yery time that the 
firſt eſtabliſhment of the charity boys took place, that 
this regulation took place. 

Q. That you ſay was in in the year 1725. 

A. Yes. : 1 15 N 

Does it appear by the Minutes that you have 

bee you he hs Mr. Bell had then the Steward- 
ſhip of the Hoſpital ? | | 

A. He was appointed Steward in 1719; and con- 
J ⁴ d TT. << EEh: 
Olf theſe three money liſts were aboliſhed, muſt 
not the boys be turned out of the Hoſpital, or muſt 
it not be paid out of the revenue of the Hoſpital ? 

A. In the year 1778, by an account I have in 
my hand, the produce that is from the ſavings ariſing 
from theſe regulations, was J. 1652 : 14 : 3 

Q. When was that court of Directors held, when 
they recommended the conſideration of this Liſt to 


the Council of the Houſe ? 


A. I think the 3d of Auguſt, 1776. f 
Q. The Minute is, The Board of Directors ob- 


ſerving the irregularity ;” was that an irregularity 
that happened juſt at that time? 


A. I have already ſaid I was abſent, and ill in the 


country at the time this happened; my Clerk is here, 


if the Houſe will permit him to give any farther in- 
formation ; this is as it ſtands on the Minutes, and 
I don't know the reaſons why they did not go farther 
into the enquiry, I have aſked my Clerk about it, 
and he ſays they thought it would be taking too 
much off from this Charity fund. 5 

Q. I think you are a Director? | 
A. No, I am Secretary to the Board of Directors ? 

Q. Are you one of the Council, 

A. Ks. 5 | | 

Q. Don't you think it part of your duty to be at- 
tentive to the ceconomy of the Hoſpital ? | 

A. Undoubtedly. | 

Q. Then don't you think that a ſaving made, the 
conſ-quence of which is drunkenneſs and immorality, 
is a ſpecies of ſuch œconomy which you think not 
undeſerving the attention of the Board of Directors? 

A. I muſt firſt be certain that it is the fact, and 
that it is the occaſion of that drunkenneſs and diſ- 
order that is ſtated z I am by no means certain that 
It 18. | | 

Q. Was you preſent at that Council that unani- 
mouſly repreſented that it was? 

A. 1 have already ſaid I was abſent at that time, 
and in the country. | 
Whether you imagine that the unanimous 
Opinion of the Council is likely to be well or ill- 
founded, are they proper judges of it ? 
A. Indeed, I ſhould think they are proper judges; - 
it is not impoſſible if I had been there, that i might 
have concurred in the opinion. 


QQ. What are the different funds that produces 
the Charity ſtock ? | 


A. The 
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The profits, arifing on the proviſions bought of 

the penſioners, that is the principal one. 

Q. What do you call the proviſions bought of the 
penſiopers! ? 

A. The men that take money in lieu of their, pro- 
viſions? 

Q. 1s that the Money Lift? 

A. No, the Money Lift i is a very. inconſiderable 


part, but this is out of my department very much, 


and there are people in the houſe that can give your 
Lordſhips better information ? 

* Who are thoſe perſons? 

The Steward, l ſhould think, and the foils! 

1 am very ſure will be able to, give the Houſe better 
Information. 

Q. If theſe Money Liſts were annihilated, whether 
the maintenance of the boys muſt nat come upon 
the reyenue of the Hoſpital ? 


A. Undoubtedly, or their number muſt be dimi- 


niſhed ; the income is more than the expence of them 
a little, but if you take away 1600 l. out of 2200 l. 


or 2300 l. which is the whole amount of that revenue, 


your Lordſhips muſt eaſily conceive that muſt de- 
creaſe the number of them, or ſupplies muſt be 


raiſed ſome other way. 


Q. Are not the ſavings of theſe ſeveral liſts as 
. . the revenue of the Hoſpital as any other Part 


f it? 
Y A. They certainly may be applied to it. 


Q.. Are they | not part of the revenue of the Hoſ- 


pital, that i is my queſtion ? . 


A. Not a part of the revenue of the Hoſpital 


that has ever been applied 1 to any other buſineſs but 
this of the boys. 


Q. Out of whoſe pocket comes this money that 


is ſo Javed ? 


A. Part of the money comes from ſhewing the 


1 painted Hall and Chapel ; that might be applied cer- 


Giply to the maintenance of penſioners as well as the 
oys ? 


= # That is. A part of the revenue of the Hoſpital ? 


A. Certainly. 


| Q, Out of what revenue comes the money tha is 
ſaved upon the ſeveral liſis? 

A. Suppoling « voy an was to take up his pro- 
viſions, that ſ ſaving, w ich 18 NOW A profit to the Hoſ- 
pay , would be in the butcher's pocket, by ſupplying 

1ore meat. 

Q. It might be in the butcher's pocket, but would 
it not be in the penſioners bellies ? Is not the fund 


itſelf the revenue of the Hoſpital, out a phe all 


theſe ſavings come ? 

A. I don't underſtand that. 

Q. Is it not the fund or of which the e iſſue, 
as well as every thing ell y ? ls not that a part of the 


revenue of the Hoſpital ? 


A. This is a faving that ariſes from the allowing 
the penſioners a fifth part leſs than what ig the real 
value of their proviſions. 

Q. I will put it another way; ſup aſe ſeven ſhil- 
lings a week was the allowance 0 4, the penſioner, 


wobl that ſeven ſhillings be a part of the revenue 
or not ? 


"Nc. Undoubtedly, 


Ing our of this ſeven, ſhould. be converted to the 
ntenance of the charity N chat is a part of 


che revenue 2 


A. Undoubtedly. 

_ Q. Then. the queſtion | aſked i is, „ate not 7 ſav- 
ings a part of the revenue? 
A. They are part of the revenue now of Greenwich 
Mech. applied ig this particular way. | 

-c wanted then to underſtand that, as the noble Lord 
aſked if there had been no ſavings; then the boys muſt 
be maintained out of the revenue of the Hotpital ? 
A. If chis cuſtom was aboliſhed. 


Q. Then you anſwered whey muſt, be Wake 
out of the revenues of the Ho pital 2 


vp p ©X & 


1600l. a year, would be loſt. to.GreenwichHoſpita}, 


ſoryx. 
Q. Do you know whether they may be put off 


ORD 8 
Avi. this cuſtom was aboliſhed, this aaviog of 


then if that as loſt, it (muſt be ſupplied, aut of other 
revenues of Greenwich Hoſpital. 


Q. But ſtill they are boch the revenues of Green- | 


wich Hoſpital ? 
A. I apprehend this ſum would not be a part of 


the revenue in any way, if you aboliſh the practice. 
the revenue would not ariſe. 


Q Is it any thing more than N that out of FO 


allowance of the penſioners, you take ſo much money 


and give it to the charity boys ? 

A. But it is not taking it from the revenue of 

the 6 pital, aud giving it to the charity boys. 

hy, the whole is the revenues of the Hoſpital; 
are = the charity boys part of the original inſti- 
tution ? 

A. No, the charity boys are an excreſence. 

They I believe you have not read+the Act of 
the 17th of King William, becauſe I find in that Act, 
they are part of the original inſtitution ? 

A. I can ſhew the Minutes of the firſt eſtabliſh- 
ment of-theſe boys; the Directors found that there 
were ſome little profits ariſing from ſhewing the 
Painted-Hall, the mul&s of penſioners, and their 
cheques; that it amounted to ſomething, and they 
aſked the General Court if they might not apply it 


to the maintenance of the {ſons of the penſioners. 


Was that the firſt commencement of 1 it ? 
. It was. 

Q. I am very ſorry for it, for it was the beige 
inſtitution by that Act of Parliament ; the boys have 
the ſame right upon the Act to a maintenance as the 
Ppevfianers have; when were the boys eſtabliſhed ? 

A. I thiok about the year 1725, I am not quite 
certain; it was a great while after the inſtitution. - 

Q May not theſe penſioners that are put upon the 
Chalk-off Liſt at their option, to be pot off of it 
whenever they pleaſe? 


A. I underftand that it is by no means e 


upon their application? 

A. I underſtand ſo. 

Q Suppoſe they all receiyed their proviſions in 
meat, is there room for them to dine? 

A: No; I underſtand that the two dining halls 
will not accommodate more than twelve hundred. 

Q. Then to go 3 little further, how long ago is 
it ſince more than ſix hundred could dine ? 


A. Within ſix or ſeven years; ſince Lord Sand- 


wich has been at the Admiralty, a new dining-hall 
has been fitted up, which has accommodated fix 
hundred more. 

Q Was it not the cuſtom that ſix hundred pte 
dined in the hall, and that they were obliged to be 
hurried away from their dinner, and then ſix hundred 
people came to their diet in the ſame hall to dine upon 
their table? 

A. Tunderſtand that to have been the practice? 

Q Then by whoſe interpoſition was it, that an ad- 
ditional hall was formed, that enabled twelve hun- 


dred 3 to dine at the ſame time at different 
tables? 


Q. Then. IA by a daes. order, one mil | 


A. 1 was VR when that came under conſider- 


ation, but I underſtood it was from a ſurvey Lord 


Sandwich made of Greenwich Hoſpital z his Lordſhip 
found this place as ſuitable as the other, for it 18 juſt 
a {ſimilar building to it, and it was ordered to be fitted 
up, and it is now as compleat as the other, and holds 


as many people. 


Q. It the Penſioners, did not fome of them receive 
money inſtead of Proviſions, muſt they not return to 


that cuſtom of dining, either in the open air, or of 


coming and dining at . the tables where thoſe other 
people had dined ?. 
A. Undoubtedly, eames there are only twelve 


hundred out of twenty-one. hundred that can be ac- 


commodated. 
88 Q. Acquaiat 
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Q. Acquaint the Committee if you Know what 
the different funds are, from whence the Charity 
(«» ↄ o ˙A alin © ierts 

A. The profits ariſing from the ſale of thoſe pro- 
viſions. a EE Kg. | 5 
Q. I want to know what you mean by the ſale of 
proviſions, is that the Money Liſt, or is any other 
liſt included? _ n 
A. It means the Butler's Liſt and Chalk- off Liſt; 
I apprehend it is confined to thoſe two; the Money 
Liſt, I apprehend, as near as I can calculate it; they 
have the full value of the proviſions, conſequently 
there is no ſaving to the Hoſpital, but that is a very 
ſmall part; the Butler's Liſt is the principal thing, 
every man who chooſes it goes to the Butler, and may 
take money in lieu of proviſions 
Q We have had that explained; I deſire to know, 
when you ſay the firſt article, from whence the Cha- 
rity Stock ariſes, is the proviſions bought, what are 
the articles you include in that; do you, mean the 
Butler's Liſt and Chalk-off Liſt, -or only one of 
them? cools nn; 1 5 8 i onto 2 

A. Both of them. 443/017 2630, | 
Q. Do you know the proportions: that thoſe two 
articles produce? 1 2 

A. I do not. | Foy 5006 Lo ag bro 

Q Do you know the ſum total that both produce? 

A. In this paper, which is of what it produced in 
1778, it is 16521, 148. another fund is the money 
collected for ſhewing the Painted Hall, and the 
Chapel; when there was a Chapel, that produced clear 


to the Charity, (for the Porter has a fourth part of 


it) che other thres fourths, in the year 1778, produced 
7531. 88. 4d. halfpenny, then there is 80001;, in Old 
and New South Sea Annuities, which bears an intereſt 
of three per cent, and 8 ;00l, South Sea Stock. 

Q. How did that Stock ariſ e? 
A. From ſavings; the funds for the Boys were 
more than ſufficient for their maintenance, and the 
| ſurplus, has been inveſted, from time to time, in the 

funds, on their account. | x 1 
Qi. Then 1 underſtand from you that there are ſe- 
veral ſums of money in the Stocks, amounting to 
about 12000], ? „ 

A. Sixteen thouſand five hundred pounds. 

Q. Which are ſavings that have been made out 
of the funds which were applicable to that Charity 
for the maintenance of the boys, is that ſg?  _ 

A. Yes, it is. VV 

Q. How is the intereſt of that applied again? 
A. To the maintenance of the charity boys; it 

forms a part of their fund. 17 850 
Q. Do you not look upon that ſtock to belong to 
Greenwich Hoſpital? | „„ 

A. It is a ſeparate fund that is kept for the boys. 

Q. Don't you imagine that the General Court 
might e that fund for any other purpoſe of the 
Charity, if they thou roper ? | 7 

A. 5 ara | | | 

Q. Then what other funds are there. that produce 
the revenues of this Charity? | 


A. Another fund, which, in the year 1778, produc- - 


ed 1681. 28. 4d. halfpenny, was, the abſences, cheques 
and mulcts. | | | | 


Q., What did thoſe cheques and mulcts ariſe 


from? 


A. When a penſioner 1s abſent without leave, he 
is chequed of his proviſions, and I-apprehend that 
he is charged to the Hoſpital as victualled, but that 
the amount of his proviſions. goes to the Charity 
Stock ? | Ab 
Q. What are the multts? 


A. Mul&s are put upon the men for various miſ- | 


demeanors, ſmall mulcts. 

Q. Are there any other articles? 

A. Here is in this account, the produce of ſome 
old ſhoes. which were ſold, which applied to that ſtock, 
that amounted to ol. There is money belonging to 
a deceaſed penſioner, put into the ſtock by-order of 
the Council it is a rule, if a penſioner dies without 


A. No. 


W have bern inveſted in the funds. 


. N 


E will, and there is nobody to claim what he has, left, | 


it is put into the Steward's hands to he applied to the 
Charity's Stock, ſubject to be reſtored, in caſe there 
is any claimant. VVV 

Q. Is there any more? = 


: 


Q. Now, with regard to the application of this 
money, how much was the total 8 of the reve- 
nues of the Charity Stock for that year? 
A. Two thouſand five hundred and thirty-four 
pounds, if I have caſt it right © © 
How was that applied, in the courſe of that 
ME 0, = | 
ky A. Here are the particulars of the application of it. 
Q. Is that account long? „ 
A. Yes. Sands wt at 
Q. Is there any of that fund applied to any other 
purpoſe than the maintenance of the boys? 
A. There are ſome of the Officers of the Hoſpital, 


myſelf among the reſt, that have ſmall additions to 


their ſalaries out. of that fund, in confideration of the 


extraordinary trouble that we have on account of that 


buſineſs; the Steward has 20l. for his trouble; he has 


a great deal of buſineſs. 


Q. Be ſo good as read the liſt of thoſe Officers, and 


the ſalaries that they have out of it? , 

A. The perſons that are employed about the cha- 
rity boys and have their ſalaries, or additions to other 
ſalaries, paid out, are, the School -maſter has 100l. a 
year, the Surgeon. an allowance of 30l. a year, the 
Clerk of the Cheque has 10 guineas a year, the Clerk 


of Waterman's Hall 10 guineas a year; the Clerk of 
Waterman's Hall uſed to be employed upon the bu- 


ſineſs am going to ſtate to your Lordſhips ; there is 
another perſon. now employed, a. perſon. living in 
London, in order to go on board ſhips,.' to ſee 
whether the bays. that are bound out are really be- 
longing to thoſe ſhips, and to keep up a correſpon- 
dence with the Clerk of the Cheque, relative to that 


buſineſs. The Diſpenſer has 20l. his journeyman has 
. 10]. the Steward's firit Clerk 101, the Clerk of the 


Cheque's- firſt Clerk has 10l. the Guardian's ſalary 1al. 
and three aſſiſtants 51: each; five nurſes 151. each; 
two helpers gl. each; a perſon for teaching pſalmody 
to the boys zl. that particular employment is now 
aboliſhed ; the Chapel Clerk gl. and the Sexton 21. 
Since this eſtabliſhment, the Steward has had 20l. 
myſelf 20l. I think the two Chaplains have had their 
ſalaries increaſed 3ol. each, which is paid out of that 


ſtock, and that is the whole that I recollect. 


QQ Whether theſe additional ſalaries, that you have 
mentioned, are to be paid out of the Charity Stock at 
all events, or only in caſe there is a ſurplus? 

A. Upon my word I don't know how they would 


be paid, if there was not a ſurplus. 


Q. There is nothing of that fort in the warrant or 


directions? 


A. It is ordered to be paid out of the Charity Stock; 
I ſhould hope and imagine they would think it very 
reaſonable to pay it out of ſome other fund, if there 
is nor ſufficient in that. ” EN 
Who are the ' perſons that infli& the mulcts 
upon the men ? 5 
A. The Council in general. 


Q. And how many of theſe Gentlemen have ſeats 


at the Council ? FT 
A. I believe only four, that have any. allowance 


out of the Charity Stock; the two Chaplains, the 
Steward, and myſelf. 


Q. Has there been any ſavings of this Charity Stock 


lately, that have been veſted in the ſtocks, to increaſe 


that fund ? | | 


A. Not very lately, on account of Mr. Ellis's de- 
ficiency ; it is as much as they have been able to do to 


keep above water, if I may ſo ſay ; his deficiency was 
near a thouſand pounds upon this Stock, and they have 


built a ſchool-houſe ſince that, which might coſt ; or 


600l. or more, ſo that has taken away a good part of 
what would otherwiſe have been a ſaving, and would 


Y 


A. I 
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of to the boys, who you mentioned, I think, had ſome 
extraordinary trouble? Is that extraordinary trouble 
greater than before the allowance was made? — 
As. I don't know that it is greater. | 
. What is the extraordinary trouble that the 
Chap ains are at, more than they uſed to be? 
A. Icannot ſpeak to thar. | g 
Q. Does the Chaplain catechiſe the boys? 
A. Yes, he does. | 
Q. How often? wo hed Hg 
A. I don't know how often, by their inſtructions, 
they are to do it. | * 
Q. I don't aſk what he is bound to do, but what 
you know he does? e 
A. I don't know that he does it. 


captain BAILLIE gn. 


Q. I would aſk you relative to the Charity Stock ; 
do you know what funds it ariſes from? | 
A. From the funds Mr. Ibbetſon has deſcribed, 
but in ſome points I think rather a little different; it 
ariſes from the Butler's Liſt, the Chalk-off Lift, and 
the mulcts and the cheques of penſioners ; not only 
from the penſioners that are abſent without leave, the 
penſioners never have any leave of abſence without 
being chequed, unleſs it is for one ſingle day; if a 

nſi 
Na of any little penſion that may be due to him 
from the Cheſt of Chatham, if it is only for four days, 
though he is obliged to borrow the money perhaps 
to carry him down to Chatham, in the mean time he 
is chequed for the benefit of the Charity Stock; it 


appears to me, on that account, to be very hoſtile 


to the penſioners. | wh 
Q. What are theſe charity boys? Are they the 


children of diſabled ſeamen, or the children of ſeamen 


maimed, drowned, or killed in the ſervice ? 

A. I believe they don't in any way confine it to 
that ; for I have known a Clerk of a yacht have four 

children in Greenwich Hoſpital z it is not confined to 

the ſons of ſeamen killed, drowned, diſabled, or dead 

in the ſervice. I, | 
Q. Who appoints theſe boys ? | 
A. The Directors in turn. 


Mr. SAWARD called in. - 


Q Are you the Butler? 

A. Yes. | | 

Q. Give an account of the produce of the Butler's 
I. | 
A. The produce of the Butler's Liſt, together with 


the Chalk-off Liſt, amounts to about 120l. a month? 


. I beg to have them ſeparated? 

A. The Chalk-off amounts to about 350 or 370l. 
a year, Fe : 
A What does the Butler's Liſt produce per 
annum? | 15 

A. About Sool. 


Q So that the whole produces about 1200. a - 
year | | | 


A. Better than that, becauſe there is cheeſe; the 
men are paid for cheeſe, as well as their meat, every 
ſeven days. 5 : 
Q. What does the Money Lift produce? 

A, [ cannot ſay, that is not in my department. 

Q. You ſaid ſomething about the cheeſe ? 

A. They are paid, every ſeven days, money in lieu 
of their cheeſe; there are about twelve hundred men 
victualled at the tables; eight hundred have meat, 
and four hundred have money alternately, and are 
paid every ſeven days for their cheeſe. | 

Q. Does the Butler's Liſt include every article ? 

A. It does, except beer ; the Chalk-off is abour 
three hundred and ſeventy, the cheeſe about five 
hundred, and the Butler's Liſt perhaps may be about 

ſix hundred, | | 

Q. Is the cheeſe then part of the Chalk-off Liſt ? 


Q. What is the particular uſe theſe Gentlemen are | 


dner goes down to Chatham, to receive the re- 


teach the boy; that was what I alluded to. 


waſhing ? 


beg leave to refer to the Minutes of the Council. 


)))) 
A. Ves; the people who lia ve money in lieu of 


proviſions, are not compelled to take money in lieu 
of their proviſions, I ſpoke to them to- day upon 


that account, in caſe they ſhould have any thing to 


ſay. | 5 
Q. Do I underſtand you right, that the cheeſe 
alone, without the meat, produces 5091. a year? 

A. I believe it does, R n 

Q. And the meat 360l. 1 . 

A. Yes, it is in the whole about 1, 6o0l. I only 
— this from remembrance; I have not the 
11 Did not you ſay you told them to- day about 
this | | 5 e 
A. When paid them their money for their meat, 
I aſked them whether they choſe to have their meat 
or their money, becauſe I told them I believed I 
ſhould be called before this Honourable Houſe to. 


day, to give an account of their Chalk-off, and | 


withed to know whether they choſe to have their 
meat or. their money; they begged of me that 1 
would preſent it, at their requeſt, that they might 
have meat two days, and be paid for it the third. 


Q. Did it ſtand otherways before than only by 


choice? | 
A. No, always by choice. 1 0 
| | Mr. Saward withdrew, 


| Captain BAILLIE called in again. 


5 0. What do you know 6f any additional ſalary 


being given to an Organiſt ? 


A. I only know that the Organiſt has had an ad- | 


ditional appointment within this ſhort time. 
Q. Is it a new office? 8 
A. Entirely a new office. | 
Q. What does he do for it? 
A. He teaches the charity boys to 
by note. 


Q. Does that office ſeem to be neceſſary. | 
A. I think it quite foreign from the education of 


a boy intended for the ſea-ſervice; the elder pen- 
ſioners are many of them fond of ſinging pſalms; 
by this new regulation, the men are deprived of that 
part of their devotions in a great meaſure. 

Q. Do you know what Aly this Organiſt has? 

A. I believe 20l. a year, over and above what he 
had before. | N 

Q. What had he before? 

A. I believe 40l. as Organiſt. 

Q. Did he attend before, and play the organ ? 

A. Yes. RY | | = 
Q And he has 20l. additional ſalary for tea ching 


the boys? | | 


A. Yes, . LEE 
Q. They are not taught the uſual way of ſinging 


the old pſalmody ? 


A. They ſing by note, not the pſalms, but hymns. 
Q. Where does the Organiſt reſide? 
A. In the town of Greenwich; he is not lodged 
in the Hoſpital. 5 7995 
Q. You mention this as a new inſtitution; how 
long is it ſince the Organiſt has been appointed? 
A. I mean the inſtitution of a new Organiſt to 
Q. You did not mean then that the Organiſt is 
a new inſtitution ? Part 
A. No, I did not. 


Q. Give an account to the Committee of what 


abuſcs you know of having exiſted - relative to 
cloathing, ſuch as ſhoes, ſtockings, linen, beds, and 


” 


A. The waſhing for a great many years laſt paſt, I 
don't ſay within this year or two particularly, but for 
ſeveral years, has been notoriouſly bad; inſomuch, that 
one never ſees a penſioner with a clean ſhirt on. 


Q But what complaints have you had? 


A. I have had a great many complaints of it; I 


Mr, BALL 


ſing bymns 


HOUSE 
| Mr. BALL reads the Minutes. 
At a Council held in the Royal Hoſpital for Sea- 


men at Greenwich, January 16, 1778 
8 The Nurſes, ers Hendy, and Roſe, having 


« complained to the Council, that the linen be- 


« Jonging to the men under their care, was very 


i badly waſhed, and not fit to be delivered to the 


e penſioners ; and the following penſioners, viz. 


« William Seddon, John Ford, Aaron Johnſon, - 


« Andrew Wilſon, Thomas Rapely, Dennis Dono- 


« yan, Chriſtopher Clements, Allen M Donald, 


« and ſeveral others, declared, they were obliged to 
& waſh their own linen after it came from the laun- 
« dry; and having produced their ſhirts, ſtocks, 


„ towels, &c. and the ſame having been inſpected 


e by the Council, appeared _ waſhed, dirty, and 
of a diſagreeable ſmell; an 
« examined to know whether they had complained 
*« to the Matron, anſwered, they had, but that the 
& linen was always returned in the ſame manner; 
* and they had like wiſe complained to the Con- 
tractor, threatening to appeal to the Officers and 
Council of the Houſe, and that he replied, that 
e the Council had nothing to do with it, and that it 
« was only the Matron's buſineſs to inſpect into it; 
e and it appearing to the Council that the com- 
« plaint is-juſt and well-founded, and the waſhing 
« the penſioners linen equally bad throughout the 
« Hoſpital, the Matrons are therefore hereby di- 
% reed not to give certificates for any linen that 
64 is not really clean and well waſhed. | 
By order of the Council, SOS: 
N DANIEL Bal,” 


Captain BAILLIE again. 


Q. Was ary thing of this repreſented to the Board 
of Directors? yk 


A. I don't know that that Minute was; I have 


been quite tired out. in repreſenting matters which 
have not been redreſſed; it has been a general 
received opinion in the Hoſpital, it has been incul- 
cated into almoſt every Officer of the Houſe, that 
the Council of the Houſe for Naval Officers had 
nothing to do but to diſcipline the penſioners, to 
puniſh them when. they are refractory, but not to 
be their guardians or protectors in any other way; 
that reſpecting their proviſions, waſhing, and bed- 
ding, it 1s the department of the Steward and the 
Clerk of the Cheque. | 

Q_ Have you other inſtances to produce of com- 
plaints having been made of the badneſs of the 
waſhing ? 7 | _ | 

A. There is ſcarce a penſioner of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital but can ſpeak to that article; I will refer to 
one John Glaſs, if your Lordſhips pleaſe to call him 
in; he has made many complaints; it was the ſame 
in my predeceſſor's time; complaints were made to 
the Council then, but I believe it was not entered 
upon their books; it was ſaid the Council had no- 
thing to do with theſe matters; Captain Allwright 
can tell your Lordſhips about the linen, if you pleaſe, 

Q. You may go through any other articles, 

A. To my certain knowledge, the men's ſhoes 
and ſtockings don't laſt them half the time; I have 
had many hundred complaints concerning the ſhoes 
and ſtockings from different penſioners. 

Q. Have you made complaints of that to the 
Directors? | 
A. No; I think it is the duty of the Officers to 
apply to the Admiralty; the Council and Board of 

Directors are to be a check upon each other, as 1 
humbly conceive. | 

Q. Have you complained to the Admiralty ? 

| A. I cannot ſay I have in my own perſon par- 
| ticularly. I have mentioned it at the Council, but 


they havg had a majority there not to lay it bef 
the Admiralty. OY a wy 


OFT LORD 5: 


the Nurſes being 


47 


\ts there any Minute of the Council reſpeQing 
the ſhoes and ſtockings ?- 8 
A. I believe we can refer to the Minutes of the 
Council reſpecting that matter; as to the ſhoes ſerved 
to the penſioners, it cannot be expected that they 
ſhould laſt the time; they have only three pair al- 
lowed for two years; and whilſt the price of leather 
has been encreaſing, the contract price of ſhoes has 
been reduced. In the laſt contract before this, 1 
believe they were only three ſhillings and ſeven-pence 
half penny a pair; and to my certain knowledge, at 
the work-houſe in the town of Greenwich, they allow 
four ſbillings and ſix- pence. 


Mr. BALL reads 4 Minute of the Council of the 1810 
of July, 1777. 


PRESENT. 
Lieutenant- Governor Baillie, 

Captain Allwright, Captain Lynn, 
Captain Chads, Lieutenant Moyle. 
Lieutenant Anſwell, | | 

Thomas Frencham having complained to the Coun- 
cil of his ſtockings, that one pair of the two ſerved 
him at the laſt ſerving, that is in May laſt, were 
worn out in a fortnight, which ought to have laſted 
eight months, and that the other pair were much 
worn in the ſame time, which he produced before 
the Council; and John Robinſon, and ſeveral others, 


having alſo complained that their ſtockings which 


they now have, are much inferior to what they uſed 
to have; and it appearing to the Council, that theſe 
complaints are juſtly founded, ordered, that a copy 
of this Minute be ſent to the Steward, deſiring he 


would lay the ſame before the Board of Directors for 


their information, that the neceſſary meaſures may 
be taken for redreſſing the men. 

| By order of the Council, 

5 | DANIEL BALL. 


The Steward, Mr. GODBY, called in. 


 Q. Did you receive a copy of the Minutes of the 
Council the 18th of July, 1777, to lay before the 
Court of Directors ? 5 | 
A. I did. 


Q. Did you lay 


them before the Board of Di- 
rectors : | | 


A. I id aot. 

Q. What was the reaſon ? | 

A. Upon my Clerk's informing me that there was 
an order of Council for me to do that, I told him TI 
had done it already, and that Mr, Baillie, who was 
at the head of the Council, was at the Board when I 
repreſented the matter of the ſubject of the ſtockings 
to the Board. | 


. Q. Do you imagine that a repreſentati. n from you, 


as an individual, would have the ſame weight with 


the Board as the unanimous repreſentation of the 
Council. | | 

A. I think it ought to have more weight, as it was 
my particular duty to attend to it. | 

Q Do you think yourſelf authorized, when you 
receive directions from the Council to lay their 
complaint before the Board of Directors, to refuſe 
to do it ? | 
A. As the matter had been already repreſented 
and remedied as much as the Board could poſſibly do 
at that time, | | 

Q. Had you ever Jaid thoſe very complaints that 
are repreſented in that order of Council, before the 
Board? „„ En 

A. That very complaint, the complaint of the 
ſame ftockings delivered ſome time in the latter end 
of May, there were about 5co pair of ſtockings de- 
livered in for the uſe of the penſioners; it being a 
large quantity, I had no place in my ſtore-rooms to 
lodge them, they were lodged in the Painted Hall, 
all the day before they were delivered out to the pen- 
ſioners; when the officer came down to aſſiſt in deliver 
ing out theſe ſtockings, I attended in perion to exa- 

5 mine 


mine theſe {tockings z upon looking over ſome in 

the front they appeared tolerably good and near the 

pattern, and I began to ſerve them; the Clerk of 

the Cheque and his Clerk, or both, were with me; 

after about 2co pair were ſerved out, I diſcovered 

that they were not equal to the pattern, I got upon 

the bench, and took ſome down; I examined them 

mylelf, and immediately ordered the Hall doors to 

be ſhur, and ſtopped ſome that had got ſtockings, 

and in that very day it was cried, for the men to 

return the ſtockings that had got them ; a few days 

after there was a Board of Directors; I repreſented - 
the matter to them, and received their orders how to 
proceed. 5 

Q. What were theſe orders? What was done in 
purſuance of this? . 

A. I believe the Minutes of Board will ſhew that. 

Mr. IBBETSON reads. 

On the 21ſt of May, 1777, the Steward having 
repreſented by his letter of this date, that the Con- 
tractor for hoſe, lately delivered 500 dozen, great 
part of which appeared much coarſer than the pat- 
tern, had ſaved ſome which were produced, &c. 

The Contractor was called in and queſtioned, how 
he came to ſerve them; he ſaid the ſtockings were 
much thicker, ſtronger, and of more value than the 
pattern, though not ſo fine. SUSE 

Ordered, That the Steward cauſe as many to be 
ſelected of the beſt, as there were ſome good, as will 
be ſufficient to ſupply the men with two pair each; 
the reſt to be returned to the Contractor. 
Q. 10 Captain Baillie, You have heard what Mr. 
Godby has ſaid about this, that the ſame complaint 
you made, and which was ſtated in that order of 
the Council, had been made by him, to that Board 
of Directors, when you was preſent, and that he told 
you that was the reaſon he would not prefer the 
complancagant 8 

A.” That was in May, the other was on the 18th 
of July, 1777; the penſioners, firſt, I underſtand, 
would not receive them in the Painted Hall. 

Q. Were they the ſame ſtockings that were deli- 
vered in May? VVVFVUVCVV 

A. Theſe are the ſtockings that the men com- 


plained of that were delivered in May, 
Q to Mr. Ibbetfon. The complaint, it appears, 
by that Minute, is the 31ſt of May; does it not 
appear by the Minutes, that the ſtockings which 


were found to be not equal to the pattern, were 


notwithſtanding that delivered, that there was a di- 

rection given, that ſuch as were good and ſufficient 

| ſhould be delivered. e „ 

A. © Ordered, That the Steward do cauſe as 

% many of the beſt of them to be ſelected as will be 

* ſufficient to provide each man with two pair, the 
« reſt to be returned to the Contractor.” 

Then, do you imagine that, according to that 
order, that any thing but the beſt, and ſuch as were 
ſufficient and good for the men, ought to be deli- 
vered ? . | | 

A. Undoubtedly not, | 

Q. Now will Mr. Godby be fo good as read that 
part of the complaint made afterwards in July ? 

Mr. Ibbetſon — ] beg to be underſtood in that laſt 
part of it; the order directs, that the beſt of them 
that could be ſelectet. oy 

Do you underſtand that the beſt of them'were 


to be delivered whether good or bad? 5 


A. I do certainly underſtand this minute, that the 
beſt that could be ſelected, to the amount of two 
pair to each man. 

Q. Do you imagine that the Court of Directors, 
in giving that order, meant that any thing ſhould he 
given that were not ſerviceable for the men? Read 
the order and ſee who were preſent. | 

A. Sir Charles Hardy, Captain Baillie, Captain 
Hood, Mr. Stuart, Sir Percy Brett, Mr. ——, Sir 
Peter Dennys, Mr. Hicks, and the Reverend Mr. 


Cooke. 


Reads the Order. 


Q. Then I aſk you, ſhould you have thought 
yourſelf warranted under that order, in-which order 
is ſtated, that thoſe . which; were different from. the. 
pattern were ſtronger and better to have delivered 
any to the men that were not fit for their uſe?. 


A. I ſhould have looked upon myſelf as authorized 


by that order to have ſelected the beſt of them, let 
their quality have been what it would, and to have 
iſſued of thoſe beſt, two pair a man. 3 
A. And ſhould you have thought yourſelf autho- 
rized ſo to have done, without repreſenting to the 
Directors that they were bad? 
A. If I had found any extremely bad, I certainly 
Q. 10 Captain Baillie. I wanted to know whether 
you objected to the order of the Board reſpecting the 
ſelecting two pair per man out of that bad quantity. 
A. I did; I ſaid that the people could not be ſo 
much diſtreſſed fot ſtockings, becauſe they had not 


ſhould have repreſented that to the Board of Di- 


returned their old ftockings. I made uſe of this. 


particular, argument I am Soinß to uſe now.; I ſaid, 
that the men could not be diſtreſſed for a week or 
a; fortnight, becauſe they had their old ſtockings, 


which were made of double yarn, and were ſtronger. 


than the ne. 


LH * 


Qs; to Mr. Ball. Read the Order of Council, 
the ne July e eee 57) 


. BALL reads the Order. 


1 Q. to Mr. Godby. Do you underſtand that your 


having complained to the Board of Directors, that 
the ſtockings were originally bad, and they had in 
conſequence of that, upon an enquiry, been told, 
that they were, though a different quality, ſtronger, 
and ia many reſpects better than the pattern; they 
having directed you to deliver out two pair of the 
beſt, do you think that a complaint, ſtating, that 
theſe ſtockings, which had been delivered in May, 
were exceſſive bad, and that they had not laſted a 
fortnight, do you think that was the ſame fort of 
A. I do. 
Q. Why ſo? | „„ 
A. When I repreſented this matter to the Board, 
the Hoſier was called in; he might repreſent that there 
were ſome of them equal to the pattern, but I never 
conceived any of them were equal to the pattern, [ 
think, to the beſt of my knowledge, the Board gave 
him four months to provide others; he required that 
time or near it to provide others; it was impoſſible 
therefore to remedy it before that time, and we were 
obliged to take them as we could, deducting a ſhil- 
ling a dozen for thoſe we received; I received an 
9 the Board to receive that, which amounted 
to 10l. 9 3 | 
Q. But did you not think it your duty when an 
application was made to you from the Council to 
repreſent a particular fact to the Board of Directors, 
don't you think it was your duty ſo to have done? 
A. I think it impoſſible to be remedied; I repre- 
ſented that Mr. Baillie was preſent; Mr. Baillie 
being preſent at the Board of Directors, and at the 


complaint you had made in May ? 


Council, I thought, upon my Clerk's informing him 


at the Council, that that was ſufficient ; Mr. Baillie 


Q. did not aſk you what you thought about Mr 
Baillie and your Clerk, but whether you think it is 
your duty, if you receive an order from the Council 
to lay a complaint before the Board of Directors, to 
lay that complaint before the Board or not? 

A.. It had been done in that very inſtance. 


Q. Did you lay a copy of that complaint before 


the Board? 
A. No. pO: 
"0; 0 


muſt know as well as I that no remedy could be 
applied. Sy | — 


r ã ãę e 


e I ES ag Hot 


Li 
* 
ot 
22 
7. 
pi 
5 
: 
9 
Lt 
2 
: 5 
Wh: 
. 
Le 
75 7 7 
* 
3 
5 
S 
2 
3 
2 
E 


HOUSE Q 


Q. Do you apprehend it was your n to hare 
done it? | 

A. I apprehend-it/ was not neceſſary, 

Q. 1 aſk you whether it is a, part of your dury to. 
obey thoſe orders? 
A. I underſtood that I had done my duty ſuff- 
ciently in every reſpect. 

Q. I afk you a general queſtion, whether it is your 
duty to-obey the poſitive orders. of the Council or 


not? 
A. Certainly, and 1 thought I bad done my 


duty? 


Minute before the Directors, and you did not do, 
that. Do you think you did your duty in that? 
A. When 1 informed them that I had done. o 
before. | | | 
Q. Did you nformnhe Council ſo? 
A” The Clerk of the Council told me ſo, and I 
gave him that anfwer, that. it was already done. | 
Q. I with the Minute of the Council to be read; 


J think it is ſaid he was ordered do ley this before the 


Board of Directors. 


Mr. BALL reads it. 
= Ordered, That a copy of this Minute be ſent 


© to the Steward, defiring he would lay the ſame 


© before the Board of Directors for their informa- 
tion, that the neceſſary meaſures may be taken for 
« redrefling the men.“ 

Q. Lord Chancellor to Mr. Godby, Does the conſti- 
tution of the houſe make you the ſervant in any 
reſpect, and what? | 

A. In none; I am one of the Council, = 

Q. Then this, that they are calling an order, was 
a deſire of your brother Counſellors, that you would 
make that repreſentation 5 

A. Yes. | | | 

5 Of which council you was one? 

Tes. 

8 Who is the ae der before the 
Board of Directors 

A. I was, certainly. | 

Q. Why are you the proper perfon to lay a com- 

plaint of this kind before the Board of Directors? 

A. Becauſe I received theſe ſtockings by pattern, 
and iſſued them with rhe aſſiſtance of my clerk. 

Q. Is it your bulinefs to receive, examine, and 


iſſue them? 


A. Yes, ' with the alidtanee of the Clerk of the 
Cheque, 

<Q | ſhould be glad to know, 1 the Board 

irectors (at the time they made that order to 
deliver two pair to the ſeveral penſioners of the beſt) 
knew at that time that the ſtockings ſo to be reed 
would not laſt above a fortnight? 

A. You underſtand, my Lord, that 1 had laid a 
ſample, taken promiſcuouſly out of the whole, for their 
inſpection, ſuppoſing chem to be as good a judge as 
myſelf. 

QI aſk, whether the Court of Directors could 
know or underſtand that the ſtockings ſo to be deli- 
vered would not laſt above a fortnight ? | 

A. It was impolfible for them or me to fay how: 
long they would laſt ; they were not | equal to the 
pattern. 

Q. If upon a trial they wore out in a fortnigkt, 
and a new complaint was made, was not that com- 
Plaint fit to be carried to th e. Board of Directors pro 

A. We had no remedy, 

Q. 1 aſk, if upon the trial they wore out in a 


fortnight, .and a new complaint was made, was not 
that complaint fit to be carried to. the Board of | 


Directors? 
A. I had received my orders, and z under 
thole orde TS. 


Q. But was this a fact fit to be carried to them 


or nat ? 


Q: The Council directed you. to lay a copy of their 


E „ r 


A. If the Council had thought proper. 
8 did think proper, and deſired you, to, 


8 I repreſented. i in return, that I had done it 3 1 


received no farther orders from the Council. 


Q You had never laid before the Board of Direc- 


tors that the ſtockings upon trial had not OW i | 


fortnight? 
3 No, I had not. ; 
Why did you not lay chat com lain befor 
the Board of Directors ? * 0 
A. It did not lay with me to do it. 


Q miſunderſtood you then; I thought you was. 


the proper perſon to carry the repreſentations of the: 


Council to the Board of Directors? 


A. Iam; but I thought I had done ſufficient. 
Q. Do you think that a repreſentation to the Board 
of Directors, at that time, could have anſwered any 


purpoſe ? 


A. I don't. | 

Q. Do you think it is fit for you to have made a 
repreſentation which could anſwer no purpoſe ? 

A. I don't. 

Q. Whether if this complaint had been made to 
the Board of Directors, that the ſtockings were ſo 


bad they would not laſt a man a fortnight, whether 
it would have been a good ground for — to have 


0 off the Contractor, and employed ſome body 
A. It very poffibly might, but! dan t know they 


were ſo bad as that. 


Q. Then if it is poſſible they might, or if they 
had done it, would not that have —f— ſomething 
like a remedy againſt the complaint ? 


A. Not an immediate remedy ; there could be. 
no immediate remedy according to the repreſentation, 


of the hoſiers. | 
Q. Could it not be remedied another time ? 


A. It is remedied en, they have now a oew 
Contractor. 


Q. Did not the Board bf Directors know, upon 


- examining ſome of theſe ſtockings, that many of 
thim, were much. work than they Walt to have 


A. Les. 

Q. Would not chat have been a rificiens excuſe 
for turning off a Contractor # | 

A. Certainly. 

Q. From what appeared to you upon inſpeQin 
theſe ſtockings, whether they looked 17 el 
not laſt a fortnight, and whether it appeared to you 
that they did not laſt a fortnight ? 

A. It never appeared ſo to me; it will often hap- 
pen upon a contradt that ſome will be bad. . 

Q. Was it a general complaint in the Hoſpital, 
that they would nat laſt more than a fortnight; or 
was it only a few people that made that complaint? 

A. I believe it was very far from a general com- 
plaint; I believe they did not laſt be time they 
ſhould do. 


Q. Do you know any men that were ſatisfied witk 


their ſtockings.? 
A. I believe ſome were very well ſatisfied ; and 
whenever they came to my office, 1 changed them 


frequently for what they call dead men's ſtockings, 


that the men might not ſuffer ſo much, which we are 
authorized to do from our inſtructions. 

Q. 1 think you ſtated, that it would be improper 
in you to make a complaint to the Directors that it 
was not in their power to remedy? 

A. I may have ſaid to that purpoſe. 

Q. Do you think that you are to be the judge, or 

tas whether it is poſſible to remedy it or not! ? 
. I underſtand that I had made the complaint to 
thed Board ; had received their orders, and I thought 
that; ſufficient ; and then I was juſtifiable in acting 
under thoſe orders. 

Q. But a freſh complaint had ariſen? 

A. did not ſre any occaſion for a freſh complaint? 


O the 
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the Council met, and therefore, it was their duty to 
ſee to it. 

Q. I aſk you, whether it was your duty to lay 
that complaint, when it was made 'by the Council, 
before the Board of Director??? 

A. If in my Judgment I had ſeen reaſon for afreſh 
complaint. 

I aſk you, whether you ein you are to be 
the Judge, whether a complaint made by the Coun- 


cil was proper to be laid before the Board of Ditec- 


tors ? 

A. I had nothing to do with it; I receive the 
orders from the Board of Directors to act in my de- 
partment. 

Q But did you not receive communication of this? 

EO. 

* Why did you not lay that complaint before 
the Board? ' © 
A .x For the reaſon I gave before 3 1 thought the 

anſwer that I had given to the Council ſufficient. 
Q. Then you was to judge, whether that com- 
plaint was well or ill- founded, and not the Board of 
1 33 
Fas „That is a different thing; I do not ſay that 

o. 

Q. At . time wk you did not 97 this before 
the Board, was not you ſatisfied,” that if the Council 
had conſiſted of reaſonable people, that it was a 


ſufficient anſwer, to ſay, that that complaint already | 


the Directors were acquainted with? 
A. Tes. Mi 


Q. And was not that the teen for not doing i it? p- 


A. Yes; and the reaſon I gave. 

Q. Had you before acquainted the Board of Di- 
rectors, that? ſince the delwery they had wore out in 
a fortnight? 

A. I had complained they were bad, and not equal 
to the pattern, | 

Q But that was before the trial; 

„Na 

Q. And are theſe two things the ſane? 


A. As the ſtockings were bad, it is reaſonable. to 


ſuppoſe they would wear out defore the time limited 


for them; I don't look upon it that the whole, or 


near of them, would wear out in that time. 
J aſk you, if it were but for one that was worn 
out, whether that is the ſame complaint! e 
A. No, it is not. 
Qi. You ſay, that the Contractor had not time to 


find the quantity of ſtockings neceflary for four 
hs the perlon has it now. 


months, I think ? 
. . 


ſtockings equal to the original contra? 
A.:I think they were very near. 
Q. As good as you con: expect ? 
A. Yes; and much better than the former. 


Q. And his reaſon for not giving them good be. 


fore, was, another man undertaking it, and he was 


forced to bring goods chat otherwiſe he would: not 


have done ? 
A. Yes, that was the reaſon he gave. 
Q. As you complained in the firſt inſtance to the 


Council that they were bad, why did not you in the 


ſecond inſtance make the complaint? 
A. I thought that complaint had been made to the 


Board, and F thought that would be a ſufficient an- 


ſwer to the Council. 


Q. Though the ſtockings proved bad afterwards: > 


A. Yes. 


Gd think you juſt now ſaid, that there was no 
rem 


y at that time; you acknowledge the ſtockings 


were very bad, bur you had no remedy z now I 


think it appears to me there was a remedy. 
A. It does not appear to me. 


7 


Q: You gave adi two N of Rockings 


each, did not you? 
A. Yes. 2 
Q. Suppoſe, en you had ori nem 0 very 
bad, you had delivered out but one pair to each; 
why did not you remedy | it in that manner ? 


Q. At the end of thoſe four ee did he ing 


5 Kon 
A. I did not think two: pair were ſufficjcat to de- 


liver them out for a change. 

Q. But they had ſtockings, Mr. Baillie ors, of 
their o before; that was a change. 

A. They had old ſtockings certainly. 

Q. Suppole, if a pair had been worn out, vou 
might have got another pair for each of them in a 


fortnight ? 


A. The Conirator demanded four months. 

Q. Could you not have got others ! in a forinight? 

A. I believe not. 

Q. Tou ſay you could not have. got cheſe ſtock- 
ings from theſe people in a fortnight ; I will anſwer 
for it, if you had applied to the hoſiers at Leiceſter, 
you would have got them in a week. 

A. I don't think they could be dyed | in the time, 
much more made. 

Q. Do you think the Contractor could not © have 
got them there? 5 

A. I don't think he ell have them N in the | 
time; when I have applied to the Contractors for 
ſtockings, they have made me anſwer, that they 


were dying, and would be ready in a week or a 
month, or ſo. 


Q But if you had applied properly where I tell 


you, do you think they could not be 8 with a 


ſufficient number in a fortnight ? at. 0 

A. I don't know, Ro 

Q Becauſe you ſaid you did not ſee any remedy. 

A. I did not ſee any remedy ; nor did the Board 

at that time, 1 believe; I don't think i it was | tems 

to be ſerved in the time. 

Q Lord Chancellor. Whether you took upon Wu. 
ro be under the orders of the Council? 

No. 

Q. And whether it is uſual TH you to carry the 
Minutes of the Council to the Board of Directors ? 

A. Certainly not. 

Q. Did you deliver the two pair of ace by 


| the order of the Directors? * 


A. I did. | NED 


„Was the ſame Contractor Seierl alter this _ 


abuſe # | 
A. No, we have a new contractor now. 
Q But who was the Contractor then? 
A. The man that ſerves us now followed the man 


that ſerved in theſe bad ſtockings; he did not ſupply 


us afterwards; I believe he did not bid for the 
contract afterwards, I am not certain whether he did 
or not; but, however, there was a lower bidder, and 


QQ. You did not exempt him from the contract: 7 


EA. Na: 
Q. And did he continue Contractor the four months 


between, or how long? 


A. He continued for the ſerving of theſe ſtockings 
for the two years. © 

Q. Then he ſerved four months afterwards A 

A. Yes, ſeveral months afterwards. 

Q.. Without applying to any body but the Con- 
tractor, after the men had had one pair of ſtockings, 
which they might have made a ſhift with perhaps, 
would it not have been better, and would there not 
have been time enough without taking two pair, to 
hoy waited for the Contractors providing, 

I don't think there would. 
How long were theſe ſtockings to laſt > 

A: Eight months, I i | 

2. Then how, long time would you give him for 
another pair? 

A. I think it was four months the Contractor 
wiſhed to have, and ſaid he could not compleat t the 
contradt 1 in leſs time. 

Q. Don't, you know three pair of W ought 
to laſt two years ? 

A. Yes, a pair laſts eight months. 

Q. Then, according to that, might they not have 
had time enough to have waited. for the ſecond Rei 
being made ? | 

A. I don't think there would. 


Q Do 


overt df LokDs 


. Do you imagine that the Board of Directors 


| . that the ſtockings, that were delivered in the 


there was no occaſion 


month of May, were fit for the men to wear, and fit 
to laſt eight months or no 
A. That they were not is certain; if they had, 
for me to have made à 
oo Copel oe: paragon es 3 
Q. That I don't ſee; for you repreſented that they 
were not equal to the pattern, and the ContraQor's 
repreſentation was, that they were ſtronger than the 
pattern; what was done in conſequence of this? Were 
any more ſtockings allowed. to the men, in conſe- 
quence of thoſe having been delivered which were 
bad ? e „ * 
A. When a man came to my Office with a com- 
plaint, which I look upon the proper place to come 
to, I ordered my people to. change any of thoſe that 


were bad, and give them ſome old ones that were re- 


ings 


turned in from dead men; we have an order, when 4 
man dies, his cloaths are returned into my Office, and 
they are mended and provided for new penſioners. 


i % 5 that was the caſe with all that com- 
plained : | 5 


A. I believe moſt; when I thought it a juſt com- 
plaint, and that the man had not wore out his ſtock- 
by working as a labourer, or any taing of that 


kind. 


Q. What is the method that the Council uſually 


follow, when they want to communicate any thing to 
the Board of Directors? 2 


A. They order the Clerk of the Council, I ſhould 
apprehend, to preſent ſuch a letter to the Board, 
Q. Whether you have ever carried any thing before 


the Board of Directors by the deſire of the Coun- 


3 
? 
* 


1 don't recollect that I ever did. 


A. 1 don? recolle& that I ever have 3 I may, but 


» 
1 


Q. I think you ſaid, you told the Clerk that you 


had already made the complaint; where did you tell 
„ 102725: DE EOS titted. 


Q. Do you know that your Clerk declared that 


to the Council? 


» 


A. I don't know that he did, but I believe he 


- Ms. IBBETSON called in again. T3. 


Q. Do you look upon it to be the duty of che 


Steward to make repreſentation by the direction of 

the Council, to the Board of Directors??? 0 

ny, No, I don't. fa ; % TROPTT 00 0p 35.8: 
Q. Then you don't look upon Mr. Godby to be 


reſponſible in not making the ſecond complaint at 


the deſire of the Council, to the Board of Directors 


whoſe buſineſs is it to make the complaint from the 
Council to the Board of Directors? How is it uſually 


done? 1, KO TRE. | 
A. I have never known it otherwiſe ſince I have 


been Secretary of Greenwich Hoſpital, that any com- 
plaint or any orders of the Council have ever come 
ro me in any.other way than-under a cover from the 


Clerk of the Council; I never knew an inſtance where 


theſe ſtock) 
ſerved by the former Contractor of the Hoſpital for 


\ 


the Steward was deſired to convey it, and I was ſurpri- 
ſed to ſee that tacked to this reſolution ; I never knew 
an officer a bearer of thoſe Minutes, or was defired to 
repreſent them. | | 


[Mr. Ibbetſon withdrew. 
| Captain BAILLIE called in again, 5 


Q. Give an account of any other abuſes? 


A. I beg to ſay a word or two upon the ſubje ct of 
ngs. In the firſt place, we were very well 


* 


ject; if I am miſtaken, the Clerk will 


$1 
ſtockings ; there was no complaint in his time that | 
know of; the men were ſerved with ſtockings made of 
double yarn, For the ſake of reducing that con- 
tract only one penny a pair, or thereabouts, the con- 
tract was given to another man, who made them of 
fingle yarn, which was of very little uſe to the men. 
When the ſtockings were complained of, two thirds 
were iſſued to the penſioners, only one third was re- 


turned to the Contractor, and inſtead of proſecuting 


him for the penalty, they let him off; and I believe 
verily the ſame ſtockings were afterwards returned to 
the penſioners ; there is a hofier here that can tell 
you more of that matter than myſelf, becauſe he viewed 
a great number of -thoſe ſtockings, at the time the 
Committee of Enquiry were fitting, who refuſed to 
inſpect into this matter; I beg leave to obſerve, that 
in regard to deſiring the Steward of the. Hoſpita] to 
preſent that Minute of the Council to the Board of 
Directors, it was ſaid, if we make a complaint abourr 
theſe ſtockings, let it go through the proper Offices, 
the Steward of Greenwich Hoſpital, your complaint 
may be attended to; we have made many complaints 


to the Directors, to which we have had no anſwer, 


as your Lordſhips will ſee by the Minutes, that they 
were never attended to, and therefore we applied 
through the proper Officer, hoping it would then be 


1 | 8 a4attended to. | 
Qi. Was it done in the caſe of thoſe men that com- 

Plained to the Council? IS - D048 
A. I don't know who thoſe men were, and ſhould 
not remember if I ſaw the liſt of them. e 


Did you ever employ the Steward upon that 
Retain before ? y Ig | | 
A. No. 8 
Q. I wonder you 
ficer? a 85 
A. Becauſe he is a ſervant to the Directors, and 
becauſe he is the perſon that has the inſpection of all 
thoſe kinds of ſtores, receives them, and ought to 
ſee that they are good and agreeable to the contract; 


ſhould think him a proper Of- 


he ought to tell the Directors of it; it is not to be 


ſuppoſed this can come immediately under their 
knowledge without his information, _ 5 15 

Q. If you had ſent this in the ordinary way by a 
letter to the Secretary, they would of courſe have 
ſent for this man, and had the information from him, 
who was the proper man to give it, as I underſtood 
at the beginning of your examination upon this ſub- 
ſet me right. 
I underſtood you ſaid, that it was improper for the 
Council to apply to the Board of Directors for any 
order at all, and you thought it the duty of the 
Council always to make application to the Admiralty ? 

A.' What we could not redreſs ourſelves, I thought 


it our duty to repreſent it to the Admiralty ; no com- 


plaint can ariſe in Greenwich Hoſpital, but from the 
miſconduct of the Council or Directors. | 
Q. I underſtand you was Preſident of this very 
Council who applied to the Board of Directors, whom 
you oy the improper perſons to apply to? | 
A, I have but one voice at the Council, and have 


4 


been frequently and conſtantly over ruled at the 


Council, or elſe the affairs of the Hoſpital, I humbly 


conceive, would not have been in the plight they 


are now in. 5 | 
Q. Did you at the Council propoſe preferring the 
complaint immediately to the Admiralty or to the 


Directors? 


A. Not in that particular inftance I did not, but 
I have in others ; our Commiſſion ſays, what we can- 
not redreſs ourſelves, as | underſtand, we are to apply 


to the Board of Admiralty. 


Q. T here have been frequent inſtances mentioned 
of proviſions having been repreſented to the Go- 
vernor and Board of Directors as bad, by the mal- 
practices of Clerks that received them, and of the 
Contractors, without redreſs; are there any more in- 
ſtances of that ſort than what we have heard of? 

A. Upon the ſubject of the putrid veal, that was 
ſerved in the Infirmary, I believe we wrote three 
times to the Board of Directors, and to the Governor, 
who was in London ; and in order to ſtimulate the Go- 
vernor, we wrote him from the Council incloſed copies 
of two letters from the Board of Admiralty to the 

. i 5 Council, 
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Council, in which the duty of the Council Officers 
is particularly pointed out, and no anſwer could be 


pracustdj . G5 
The Minutes of the 15th of April, 1774. read. 
At a Council the 25th of April, 1774. The 
Council finding no official anſwer is come from 
<« the Board of Directors, reſpeCting the two Mi- 


4 nutes of the 4th and 8th inſtant laid before them, 
„ complaining that the Clerks, had not done their 
duty by receiving the meat complained of by the 


« Phyſician, Surgron, and Diſpenſer, and alſo that 
the Contractor had very much impoſed upon the 
« Hoſpital in ſending ſuch meat, unanimouſly deſire, 
that the gentlemen of the Council, who are in the 
« dire&tion, would inform them what was done in 
„ the affair. 8 VVV 
The Lieutenant -· Governor acquainted them, that 
« he had told the Directors; he hoped ſomething 
*« would be done, as the butcher had fince that, 
% on Monday the..11th inſtant, ſent beef, part of 
« which was ſo bad, as was obliged to be returned 
* by the officers, whoſe duty it was to inſpect it, 
% and that if the butcher was permitted to go on, 
ti the patience of the penſioners would be worn out; 


4 upon which the butcher was ſent for, and repri- 


«© manded. 


The Council are therefore unanimouſly of opi- 


« nion, that the meaſures taken by the Board of 
« Directors, after ſuch incontrovertible evidence, 
% have not been ſatisfactory to the Council, nor 
« effectual to prevent the like abuſes for the fu- 


ture, &c. | 


« The Council are likewiſe of opinion; that copies 
« of the two Minutes, which were laid before the 
«« Board of Directors, . eng with that of the 18th 
* of March, be laid before the Governor,, that the 
„ Governor may pleaſe to take ſuch fteps as may 
« more effectually prevent ſuch mal- practices of the 
« Clerks and Contractors in future; and that copies 
« of letters from the Secretary of the Admiralty of 
the 19th of April and 7th of May, 1742, to Sir 
„ John Jennings, be alſo laid before the Governor; 


and that whenever the Council have occaàſion to 


« Jay any matters before the Board of Directors, 
ee they wiſh to have official anſwers thereto. 
| * By order of the Council, 

„ DAN EL BALL.“ 


Q. What are thoſe letters that are referred to in 
„ ODE | 
A. They are three letters that we found in the 


books of the Council, from a late Secretary of the 


% Admiralty, Mr. Corbett, reprimanding the Coun- 
« cil very ſeverely for not looking minutely into 


the affairs of the Hoſpital z that their Lordſhips 


e had been informed by the Directors, that the men 
« had been defrauded of their juſt allowance of 
% proviſions, and that there were frauds and abuſes 
* in the Hoſpital to the prejudice of the poor men; 


„that he was commanded by their Lordſhips to 


« deſire the Governor to call together the Officers 
« of the Council, and to let, them know that their 
«* Lordſhips thought them very blameable for ſuf- 
« fering ſuch abuſes to be practiſed, which could 
« not have been without their extreme indolence 
„in not looking into the affairs of the Hoſpital; 
that their own eſtabliſhment in the Hoſpital was 
for the government, care, and protection of the 
„ poor men, and that it was their duty to look daily 
« into every thing, and to remedy every diſorder. 


„ That the allegations in the Officers report, 


< that the penſioners had' made no complaitit, does 
« rather aggravate their conduct, in ſuffering the 
e men's patience to be ſq long impoſed upon. 
„That the Lr of the Admiralty had com- 
* manded him to exprels himſelf in ſuch a manner 
as might ſhew their wrath and diſpleaſure at ſuch 
a proceed eig. . | 5 85 ; 
„That their Lordſhips did very well know that 
e the Directors had no power but in the manage- 


F I O R d 8. 5 
« ment of the revenue and elfates” of the Hofptta 


11 ' * AW 43 + - ou "$5 14 4 uy IDs Ks 7 n 
« and iu carrying, on the Vorks of the building 
„ nor did they afſume any on that occaſion ; but - 


«+ their Lordſhips ſhould always take well of them 
* any informations that tend to rectify any miſtakeg 


or omiſſions. whatloever concerning the ſtate of 
the Hoſpital.” 5 


Ai ern read of an order of the Goviiil the 4th 
of April, 1774, reſpecting the badneſs of the veal, 
WET ids 50 ans ap aries: avs 4299. ; trier. 
Lieutenant- Governor Baillie, 8 Mapleſden, 
and ten other Officers of the Council. 80 


The Cook of the Infirmary having repreſented 


© to the Diſpenſer, that the veal provided for the 
« ſick on Sunday laſt, was very bad, and Mr. Pocock 
e having inſpected the ſame, was of that opinion, 
e finding; it unfit for the penſioners to eat, ordered 
cc it to be returned to the butcher, who refuſed io 
« take it back, ſaying, in juſtification of himſelf, 


6e that it had been received by Mr. Court, the Clerk 


of the Cheque's Clerk, and Mr. Hambly, one of 


— . 


the Steward's Clerks. |,  _. 

The Council were therefore unanimouſly of opi- 
« nion, that the butcher had very murk age 
«« upon the Hoſpital, by ſending ſuch bad meat, 
„ and that the Clerks did not do their duty in re- 


1 ceiving it, and beg leave to lay this 4 te 
that they 


« Minute before the Board of Directors, 
may be pleaſed to give ſuch directions as may be 
© thought neceſlary to prevent the like impolitions 


« in future. CC 
7 * By order of the Council, = 
: o PDaAnIEL Baur,” 


Was the complaint made, in conſequence of 
this, to the Board of Directors, that they did not 
give an anſwer to it 
A. Captain Baillie. Les; and there was no anſwer 

Q: In the Minute ef the Council, of the 12th of 

April, 1774, to the Governor, notice is taken of two 
complaints being preſented to the Board of Directors, 
to which they received no anſwer? What were choſe 
complaints ? Ceri Fad: an 

A. Complaining of this bad veal—after thet we 
complained to the Governor. | 3 
Q There muſt have been a Minute of Council, 
ſtating that complaint. F 

A. This Minute of the Council relates to thoſe 
complaints. 0 | 
Q. How does it appear, that this Minute of the 
Council was laid before the Board of Directors? 

A. Mr. Ball. It was laid before the Board of 

Directors by myſelf, who officiates' for the Clerk of 
be / Hoo! Foray aff} © 
Q. Does it appear there, that it was ordered to 
be laid before the Board of Director:? 

A. Mr. Ball reads. Reſolved, that a copy of 
ee the Minutes, of the 4th and 8th of April, be laid 
before the Board of Directors, for their informa- 
4 tion in this affair; and alſo the Minute of the 15th 
4 to be laid before the Governor 
QQ. Does it appear by any Minute of the Board of 
Directors, that it was laid before the Directors. 
A. At à Board of Directors, on the 6th of April, 
a Minute of the Council of the 4th inſtant was read, 
in relation to ſome bad veal, &c. &. 


| Mir. IBBETSON called in again. 


Q. Is there any communication of that to the 
Council? DAY een BID”: f 
A. As much as there ever is, in any caſes of this 
kind; which is, that the Lieutenant- Governor, and ſe- 
veral of the members of the Council being generally at 
a Board of Directors there are ſubſequent Minutes. 
At the next meeting, which was on the 14th of 
April, a Minute of Council, of the 8th inſtant, o- 
. IgaUz 


* 


O02 &40+0LOADYE - 55. 


regd, relating to-fome farther particulars concerning 


the veal complained of by them in the Minute of 


the 4tb inſtant. | | 0 

Q What was done upon that? 4 
A. That is all that was ſtated of it; the Board 

had given directions before; this only contains ſome 

freſh informations with reſpect to the ſubject. 
Captain Baillie. I beg the Minute of Council, of 
the 8th of April, may be read, in order to explain 

what ſort of veal it was. 8 1 

Vr. Ball reads the Minute. 

At a Council, the 8th of April, 1774. Preſent, 
Lieutenant- Governor Baillie, Captain Mapleſden, 
Captain Allwright, and right others. N 
« Wherein it appeared, that the Contractor ſaid, 

ce he was ordered to {ſend in ſmall veal for the fick, 

« by Mr. Taylor, the Surgeon; and Mr. Taylor 

e being ſent for oy the Council, was aſked whether 

« he gave ſuch orders to the butcher or his ſervants ? 


« He anſwered, that he never gave ſuch orders, di - 


ce rely or indirectiy ; and that, to the beſt of his 
« knowledge, he never {aw either the Contractor, or 
% any of his people. Mr. Taylor being likewiſe 
« aſked, whether he ſaw the veal complained of that 
* day, ſaid he did; and being aſked bis opinion of 


« it, ſaid it appeared extremely indifferent ; the co- 


<« lour not good, very bony, the ſkin full of air, the 
« fleſh flabby and looſe, and in no degree market- 
<« able : and Mr. Pocock, the Diſpenſer, being aſked 


« his opinion of it, ſaid, it appeared to him to be in 


< a ſtate of putrefact ion, and confirmed Mr. Taylor's 
_ < opinion of the meat. Mr. Thomas, the Surgeon's 


% Aſſiſtant, being likewife aſked whether he gave 
any orders to the butcher to bring ſmall veal, faid - 
© he never did; and it further appeared, by the evi- 


« gence of James Webb, Thomas Hardcaſtle, and 


*. ra that the buccher's ſervant refuſed to take 


back this veal, ce. 

s Reſolyed, That a copy of this Minute be laid 
<< before the Board of DireQors for further infor- 
F Dax tzI BALL.” 


the Board of Directors. 


rn ſee what was done in conſequence of 
. A. Captain Baillie, That is what was read in the 


Directors Minute of the 13th. After this the Coun- 
cil, on the 1 5th, made repreſentation to the Gover- 
nor, hoping we might have anſwers from the Board 
of Directors, when we had occalion to apply to 
them; but all to no manner of purpoſe z we never 
could get an anſwer from them in any way. 

Q. Was there any remedy given? ' _ 
A. The butcher was ſent for to the Board of Di- 
rectors, and there told by the Governor, that if he 


did not ſupply better meat, eſpecially for the ſick, 


he ſhould not enjoy the contract any longer. I have 
already told your Lordſhi ps, that the butcher ſaid, 


he would have the contract, that he would ſupply the 


Hoſpital with meat, and that there was no com- 


Plaint of him or his meat till that zroubleſome fellow, 
the Licutenant-Governor, got into office. 


Q. to Mr. Ball. You are the Secretary of the 


Council ? 
A. Yes. 1 5 PE | 
Q. It would appear in your Minutes, if there had 
ever been tranſmitted anſwers from the Board of Di- 
rectors to the Council? | | | 
A. There have been Minutes from the Board of 
Directors, but I don't remember the anſwers. 
Captain Baillie. I recolle&t one inſtance, when 
me complaints of the bad quality of the beer 


roſe to an enormous height. The Directors an- 


ſwered upon a remonſtrance from the Council, that 
they had acquieſced in their deſite to cut off 
the water cocks, which communicated with the 
beer pipes; it was on the 10th of May, 1777. 


Q. Were the Minutes of that Council laid befor 


r. IBBETSON called in. 


Wie is the uti mood: fv dhe rokrd bf 
1 


upon receiving complaints from the Coun- 


cil at Greenwich Hofpital, whether they ever teturn 


anſwers, or if they do, in what manner? | 
A. The general practice when they make any 


complaints, the Board redreſſes them if they can be 


redreſſed ; there is generally, or almoſt always at all 
the Boards, either the Governor or Lieutenant-Go- 
vernor, or perſons of the Houſe, preſent. 


Mr. Tbbetſon reads an Entry of the rotb of May, 1777. 
ko: Pats dT. 

| Sir Charles Hardy (Governor), 

Captain Baillie (Lieutenam- Governor) Captain 


Hood (Treaſurer) Sir Peter Dennis, Mr. Marſh, and 
ſeveral others.. | 


« The Board reſumed the conſideration of the 
&« Council Minutes of the 21ſt and 25th of laſt 


* month, and took into conſideration another Mi- 
« nute of theirs of the 8th inſtant, relative to the 
« bad beer; and having difcourſed with the brewer, 
« came to the following reſolution, viz, 

„ That all the water-cocks in the brewhouſe, 
& which communicate to the beer pipes, be locked 


up, and the keys delivered into the cuſtody of 


« the Steward, till they ſhall be wanted for the pur- 
« poſe of opening the ſaid locks, in order to cleanſe 
« thoſe pipes, at which time he, or one of his clerks, 
« are to attend with them; and when the buſineſs is 
« done, and the cocks locked up, to take eare of the 
* keys, you they ſhall be wanted again for the like 
4 1 | : 
180 The brewer was at the ſame time told, that he 
« muſt attend to the brewings himſelf, taſte the beer 
« before it be drawn from the vats for the uſe of 
« the penſioners, and if he finds it not as it ought 


© to be, not to let it be havoc var - ſerve ſuch 
e as is good, and in every reſpect fit for the men 
* to drink, and no other, for which purpoſe he is 


« always to have a ſufficient ſtock in ſtore; and if 


he finds that his ſervants are negligent or inca+ 


e pable of their duty, to diſmiſs them, and to appoint 
&« ſuch others as he me thiak more diligent and 
« capab Je, in their ſtea * TI 8s EI | 
ST TT a Adjourned. 
Q. Did they communicate that to the Council ? 
A. No, nor there was no order of the Board for 
it to be communicated here; is a ſtring of reſolutions, 
and the remedy is applied immediately. 


Q. What have you to ſay to this, Captain 
Baillie ? | | 


A. I beg leave firſt to ſay, that I have in my 
hand a copy of the Minute which Mr. Ibbetſon has 
now read, given to me by Mr. Ball, in Ball's own 
hand-writing, and Mr. Ball having no acceſs to the 
Minutes of the Board of Directors, he therefore could 
not have furniſhed me with a copy of that Minute 
but through Mr. Ibbetſon or his Clerk. And ſe- 
condly, I beg the firſt article of Mr. Ibbetſon's in- 
ſtructions may be read, by which it will appear, that 
he is ordered to give anſwers in writing to all parties, 
making repreſentations to the Board of Directors; 
otherwiſe, if the Lieutenant-Governor happens not 


to be preſent at the Board, it is impoſſible the Coun- 


cil can ever hear any thing certain concerning the 
complaints which they make. 


Mr. Ibbetſon reads the firſt article of his Inſtructions 
from à printed book, 1 


© The Secretary, or his Deputy, is to attend at all 
© the meetings of the General Court and of the 


Directors, and to read all papers neceſſary to be 


laid before them, and take Minutes of their pro- 
„ ceedings, copies of which he is to deliver to all 
* perſons concerned, atteſted under his hands.” 


P Captain 
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Captuin Baillie, Tnat is what I allude to? 

Q. | will aſk Coppa Baillie, what complaints 
do you know have exiſted relative to any bad beer ? 

A. A great number of complaints. | | 

Q. Is there one ſhort fact about it? Do you re- 
collect whether at one time there was any great quan- 
tity that the Council thought proper to ſtart? _ 

A. One hundred and eleven barrels of bad beer 
che Council were under the neceſſity to ſtart at one 
time, becauſe they were mixing it with new beer in 
the ton, for the uſe of the penſioners. | 

A. At what time was that? | Ie ORD 

Q. October gth, 1775; there has been more com- 
plaints of the beer than of any other article, and it is 
a material part of the proviſions of the penſioners. 

Q. Does it appear that the beer was ſtarted by 
the Minutes of the Council ? | | 

A. I ſhould think it certainly would. 


Mr. Ball reads the Minutes of the Counctl, Odober gth, | 
| «indo e ee | © 
-.Þ -H@B\;S-B:NT 

Lieutenant-Governor Baillie, 5 
Captain Mapleſden Captain Lynn 


Lieutenant Gordon Lieutenant Moyle 
Lieutenant Beſſon Lieutenant Kerr 
Lieutenant Le Fevre Lieutenant Smith _ 
Lieutenant Anſell Mr. Godby. ___ 


The Lieutenant-Governor acquainted the Council, 
that he had received repeated complaints from the 
Officers and / penſioners, of the bad quality of the 
ſmall beer, and that he had as frequently admoniſh- 
ed the maſter brewer thereof, without its being pro- 
perly remedied ; in conſequenee of which he now laid 
the ſaid complaint before them, agreeable to the 17th 
article of the general inſtructions, for the regulating, 
and better government of the penſioners and ſervants 
of the ſaid Hoſpital, wherein they are directed to ap- 
ply a proper remedy, without delay, to all juſt cauſes 
of complaint. The Council thereupon went to the . 
brewhouſe, and taſted each vat of beer ſeparately, 
and found one hundred and eleven barrels of the 
ſaid beer, as ſour as the nature of ſmall beer would 
admit of; and were unanimouſly of opinion, that it 
was neither good, wholeſome, or fit for the pen- 
ſioners to drink; and that it would be prejudicial 
to the health of the men to have beer that was 
turned, broke into new beer in the ton, which hath 
been hitherto practiſed; therefore ordered the ſaid 
beer to be ſtarted, to prevent ſuch practice in future. 
The Council alſo, upon taſting the beer for preſent 
uſe, found it good taſted, but very ſmall, and ſcarce 
fit to keep a week, from brewing to brewing. And 
the maſter brewer being called in, and aſked the 
reaſons concerning the poverty of the beer, anſwer- 
ed, that it could not be otherwiſe during the three 
ſummer months, from the heat of the weather, and 
drawing ſix barrels of beer from a quarter of malt; 
therefore propoſed drawing half a barrel leſs during 
the above months, which would make a material al- 
teration in the quality of the beer. n 

The Council having maturely conſidered the cauſcs 
that might affect the quality of the beer, and exa- 
. mined the malt and hops, and compared the fame 
with other ſamples, found the malt good, but the 
hops of an interior quality; and having likewiſe 
conſidered the frequent complaints made formerly in 
the ſummer months, do. unanimouſly recommend to 
the Board of Directors, the maſter brewer's propoſal, 
tor making no more than five barrels and a half of 
ſmall beer (inſtead of fix) from a quarter of malt, 
during three months in the ſummer, in order to an- 
{wer the comfortable and ſalutary end intended for 
the general welfare of the eſtabliſhment, 95 

| Adjourned. 
Captain Baillie, I beg leave to oblerve, my Lords, 
that this bad brer was not during the ſummer months, 


FO'LOR DA 


but in October, that is our October in Greenwich 


Hoſpital, 


Are there any more Minutes of the Council 


reſpecting the bad beer? 


A. Les, April 21ſt, 25th, May 8th and | goth; 
17% N ee DUR e e 


Read them. | 
Mr. Bal reads. 41285 


At a Council held in the Royal Hoſpital for Gs 


at Greenwich, April 2 1ſt, 1777. 
WER! + ee 

Lieutenant-Governor Baillie, 5 

Captain Mapleſden, Captain Allwright, 


Captain Lynn, Captain Chads, 

Lieutenant Moyle, Lieutenant Beſſon, 
Lieutenant Kerr ULiieutenant Le Fevre. 
Lieutenant Smith, Lieutenant Anſell. 


The Minutes of the laſt Council were read and confirmed. 


The Lieutenant-Governor acquainted the Council 


that Captain Allwright, the Captain of the Week, 
vpon duty, informed him, that Adam Meldrum, a 
_ penſioner, had, in a very quiet, decent, and orderly 


manner, complained to him in behalf of himſelf and 
ſeveral other penſioners, that their allowance of beer, 


for ſeveral days ſucceſſively, had been. of ſo bad a 


— that they could not drink it; that the beer 
erved to them in the morning grew ſour by the 
evening: that in conſequence of ſuch repreſentation, 
the Lieutenant · Governor directed Captain Allwright, 
and Lieutenant Anſell, the Lieutenant for the Week, 
to taſte the beer at the ſinks at the uſual hour of 
ſerving it, and to report to him if there was any juſt 
cauſe of complaint; and they having reported to him 
yeſterday, that they had taſted the beer at the ſinks, 
which was of a very indifferent quality, and the But- 
ler confirming the ſame, the Lieutenant-Governor 


lays the matter before the Council, agreeable to the 


17th article of the orders for the better regulating 

the penſioners and ſervants of the ſaid Hoſpital. 
Adam Meldrum, a penſioner, being then called in, 

and aſked what cauſe he had to find fault with the 


beer, ſaid, it had no taſte either of malt or hops; 


that if he kept it three or four hours it grew ſour, 


and gave him the gripes; and that it continued in 
the ſame ſtate the whole week; and ſays, he was in- 
formed it affected ſeveral other men in the ſame man - 
ner. Being aſked, why he did not complain ſooner, 
ſays, that ſeveral people talked of complaining, but 


deferred it, in hopes that the beer would be better; 
n which he replied, that he would complain to 
Captain Chads, and to Captain Allwright, the Cap- 
rain of the- Week. 6 OK 2 
Joſeph Simpſon, another complainant, being aſked 
if he had any cauſe to complain of the beer, ſays, it 


was of a four, watry, cold quality for about eight or 


ten days paſt ; and being aſked, why he did not com- 
plain ſooner, ſaid, he was ſorry to be the firſt, hoping 


it would be better, but that the bad quality of the 


beer frequently gave him the gripes; and that he 
was ſerved with the beer at the North ſide of the hall. 

Several other penſioners gave much the. ſame ac- 
count; declaring, that all the men in their wards 
alſo complained of the bad beer. The two ſink men 
of the eaſt and weſt dining halls, ſaid, they imputed 
the bad beer to a mixture of beer and water, ſent in 
through the pipes from the brewhouſe; that they had 


complained to the Butler three times in eight days; 


that they had frequently ſeen twenty gallons of water 
let in between the old vat being out and the new 
vat turned on; and the ſame was corroborated by 
many others that that had been praiſed for ſome 
years paſt. 1 80 
The Butler being aſked, if he knew the cauſe of 
the bad quality of the beer, ſaid, he ſuppoſed it to 
proceed from a mixture of beer and water turned on 
from the brewhouſe. . 
Mr. 


45 ' 


office, 
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Mr. Fearon, the maſter · brewer, being called in, 
and the foregoing declarations of the penſioners read 
to him, was aſked, to what cauſe he attributed the 
bad quality of the beer for eight days paſt, ſaid. 
that the Butler ſent to inform him, that there was 
water mixed with the beer; and having enquired of 
Pope, the foreman, was informed by him, that there 


the brewhouſe to the ſinks, which he ſuppoſed leaked; 
that he ſent to the Clerk of the Works? office, and 
had it repaired, And Mr. Fearon being aſked, whe- 
ther he found any ſurplus of beer from the quantity 


of water let in between the ſervings from the dif- 


ferent vats, remarked, that one day laſt week. he had 
three barrels and a half ſurplus. 5 
John Pope, the foreman, being aſked if he 
knew the cauſe of the bad quality of the beer, ſaid, 
there was a leak in the cock that communicates with 
the water from the reſervoir to the main pipe, which 


he ſuppoſed mixed with the beer; that he applied 


ſeven or eight times to the Clerk of the Works“ 


office before he could get it repaired, and that it 


was near ſix months ſince his firſt application; that 
when he firſt applied to the Clerk of the Works' 
he acquainted the maſter brewer with the 
defect. e N 
Mr. Skeen, who attends for the Clerk of the 
Works, being called in, ſaid, that about a month 
ago, Mr. Fearon, the maſter brewer, ſent a note to 
the office, to repair the pipes at the bre whouſe that 


wanted mending, which was done accordingly; and 


that whenever any application was made from the 
maſtet brewer to repair the pipes, it was done 
immediately. | 8 


The Council, from the foregoing declarations, are 
of opinion, that the frequent complaints of the bad- 


neſs of the beer proceeds from the ready and eaſy 
communication of the water cocks with the pipes 
which convey the beer from the brewhouſe to the 
fink where the beer is ſerved; and therefore re- 
commend it to the Board of Directors, for the ſafety 
and ſecurity of the penſioners, that their beer may 
not be impoveriſned with water, to have the com- 
munication of the water cocks cut off, as the beer 
pipes may be cleanſed without tliem. . 
6 DANIEL BALL, Clerk of the Council. 
Q. Was this repreſentation laid before the Board 
of Directors? . . £13 9 
A. Captain Baillie. Yes, it was; but we received 
no anſwer : the brewer was diſcourſed with again, 
upon theſe complaints, by the Directors. 
Mr. Ibbetſon read a Minute of the 7th of October, 1773, 

. at a Meeting of the Directors, &c. &c, 

O. 7o Capt. Baillie. What was done in conſequence 
of this ? a din pie 

A. I don't recollect that there was any ſuch deſire 
to me or the Council, directly or indirectly, in any 
way whatever, to ſurvey the beer in the brewhouſe; 
nor was I to be a meſſenger from the Board of Direc- 
tors to the Council of the Hoſpital ; it would well 
become the Directors themſelves to viſit the brew- 
houſe. No ſuch Minute ever appeared at the Coun- 
cil—Our complaint was on the gth of October, 1575. 


Q. zo Mr. I2betſon. Was Captain Baillie preſent at 
that meeting ? 3 


A. He was Preſident. 

Capt. Baillie. The Board of Directors have the ex- 
penditure of the money of the Hoſpital, and not the 
Council, and therefore the Directors are reſponſible 
that all ſorts of ſtores and proviſions be good. 


this recommendation to the Council, which muſt 
have been carried to the Council by ſomebody, is 
dated the 7th of October, and on the gth of October 
it appears that they had been to the brewhoule, and 
ſtarted this great quantity of ſour beer. & 

Q. Then on the gth there is an unanimous repre- 
ſentation to the Board of Directors; what I wanted 
you to read, was, the proceedings of the Board of 


Mr. Ibbetſon. It is ſomething extraordinary that 
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Directors, in conſequence of this repreſentation of 
JJV ̃ Ä 0 
bbetſon, I don't ſee any thing upon that Mi- 


Mr. 
bote. 14 as 5 
Q When was the next meeting of the Directors 
after the gth ? e 


A. The 18th. 
was a cock which had communication with the reſer- 
voir of water to the pipes that convey the beer from 


Q. Is there no notice taken of it there? 
A. No- But I remember very well, the Board of 
Directors, upon ſome occaſion, I don't know whe- 


ther it was this, or upon ſome repreſentation of the 


brewer, thinking it very improper to make any alter- 
ation, or to allow any more malt or hops than had 


been uſually allowed, for. every body knew his pre- 


deceſſor had brewed good beer, and every body 
knows his ſucceſſor brews very good beer. 


Q. Was there any body puniſhed in conſequence 
of this; the officer whoſe buſineſs it was to inſpect 
this? Does Captain Baillie know of any body that 
was puniſhed ? | | 5 
A. Capt. Baillie. 1 don't know that any notice was 
taken of it. . 0 oh LG 
Q. Was the brewer diſmiſſed ? 

A. No — On the contrary, there was bad beer 
again; particularly in the months of April and May, 
1777—The men aſſembled in a body, and threatened 
to go to the Lords of the Admiralty ; threatened to 
g 2 St. James's—I had difficulty to keep them 
back. „ | 

Q. Does Mr. Ibbetſon know whether the brewer 
or hop factor were diſmiſſed in conſequence of this? 


A. Not in conſequence of this — But there are 
many entries by which your Lordſhips will ſee that 


the Board of Directors took a deal of pains upon the 


ſubject. | 5 
Q. Read the Minutes of Council or the Board of 
Directors, as they come in order. 


Mr. Ibbetſon reads the Minutes of the Council, 21 
25 6. 4 April, 1777. Dn 
Mr. Ibbetſon. There came with it, at the ſame 
time, one of the 25th; they were both laid before 
the Board together—At a Meeting of the Board of 
Directors, on the goth, the next after this, two Mi- 


nutes of the Council, one of the 2 1ſt, another of the 


25th inſtant, were laid before the Board At the 
next meeting of the Directors at Greenwich, dated 


the zoth of May, the Board reſumed the conſidera- 


tion of the Council Minutes reſpecting the beer, and 
took into conſideration another Minute of the 8th, 
relative thereto At a ſubſequent meeting, which is 
the 21} of May, a letter of this date from the 
Steward was read. | 5 

Q Whether there are any ſteps taken between the 
firſt complaint that was read, previous to this, which, 
if I don't miſtake, is in October, 1775, between 1775 
and May 1777, that is above a year and a halt, 


4 7 


whether any ſteps were taken to rectify the com- 
plaints that had been made before? 5 


laid before the Directors from the Coundit in that 
interval. 55 | be > 

Q. Were any ſteps taken in conſequence of the 
firſt complaints in 1773, by the Board of Directors? 

A. The Board of Directors did underſtand what 
the Council had done in going to the brewhouſe, and 
ſtarting all that bad beer, which I believe they do 
not think they were perfectly right in doing, without 
conſulting them; for it was a very large quantity of 
beer ; which, though it was not fit for the uſe of the 
men, it might have been of ſome value to the Hoſ- 
pital; in conſequence of that ſtep, in the new book 
of rules and orders, that has been publiſhed under 


A. I do believe that there were no freſh al on 


the Charter, there is an expreſs direction, that what- 


ever things upon ſurveys, ſhall be found unſerviceable, 
ſhall not be thrown away or deſtroyed, 

Q. I want to know whether any puniſhment was 
inflicted upon the brewer, for offering to give to the 
men ſuch a quantity of beer that was unſerviceable ? 

A. Idon't know that there was. 

Q. Was 
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Q. Was there any puniſhment infli&ed upon the 


officer whoſe duty it was to inſpect into it? 
A. No. | Ya, N 
Lord Sandwich. Was there not a man, a turn- 
cock, that was detected in embezzling the beer, and 
turned off for it? 5 ä 
A. That is a very curious anecdote indeed; there 


was 2 man who had attended at one of thoſe ſinks 


or places where the beer is drawn, this man appears 
by the Minutes; his name I have juſt rrad; he is a 
principal complainant in this buſineſs, and, as the 
Council afterwards underſtood, a man who had 
| ſtimulated others very much to complain this man, 
in the abſence of Captain Baillie, was brought before 
the Council; it was one of thoſe Council of four only, 
that I haveever attended ſince I have bad the honour to 
belong to the Council. I did examine him, and took 
Minutes, which I believe are now in my box; it ap- 
peared as clear as poſlible, that this man had em- 
nd great quantities of beer, had carried and 
given to the boys more than their proportion, more 


to the helpleſs ward than their proportion; that they 


had given him money and drams for the difference. 


He had embezzled the ale upon feſtival days in large - 


quantities, and ſent it out to his own houſe ;z upon all 
this appearing to the Council, they ordered this man 
to be expelled, and I joined in that heartily z now the 
ſituation of theſe finks, where the beer js drawn, is 
ſuch, that it is in the power of the ſink- men them 
ſelves to mix the beer with water ; for there is a water 


cock, as I underſtand, in order to cleanſe the beer 


away that is ſpilt, that there is a water cock at hand; 
the beer is drawn off in large black jacks, four or 
five feet high; it is much in the power of men ſtand- 


ing there to draw beer, to make up a 1 | 


they have occaſioned by embezzling, to fill it up wit 
a little water; that ſtruck me and the Council, that 
this man, who was a principal complainant, had been 
the inſtrument in mixing the beer z however this em- 
 bezzlement was very clearly proved, and he was 
RE P. ĩ ͤ & 

Q. What was the date of that expulſion? 

A. Upon referring to the book, it is the 22d of 
ws © „ PTR $ © 7 50 
| Q Captain Baillie go on with any further account 
you have to give? CIOS 

A. If your Lordſhips will be fo good as hear the 
Minutes of the 8th of May, 1777, read, and alſo of the 


25th of April. | 
„ WY. 
At a Council held in Royal Hoſpital for Seamen at 
Greenwich, April 25th, 1777. 


The maſter plumber to the Hoſpital declared, 
that it was impoſſible ſuch quantities of water could 


iflue from any leak in the beer pipes, and propoſed 
cutting off the water cocks and fixing a key, and 
lodging it with the Commanding Officer. | 

At a Council beld the 8th May, 1777. 

In conſequence of a complaint from all the pen- 
fioners in the Eaſt dining Hall, this morning, oft he 
badneſs of the beer, which they refuſed to take, that 
it was watery and ill-taſted; and Mr. Godby, the 
Steward, having, in the abſence of the Lieutenant- 
Governor, acquainted the Captain of the week, that 
it was not fit to be ſerved to the penfioners, the 
Captain deſired it might be ſtarted into caſks and 
gauged, and another vat of freſh beer ſerved: and 
this afternoon, at half paſt two o'clock, all the men 
in bath halls complained to the Lieutenant-Governor, 
that their beer was ill-taſted and watery ; and he 
having directed the Captain and Lieutenant of the 
week, with the Steward's Clerk, in the abſence of the 
Steward to taſte the beer, and report to him if there 
was juſt cauſe of complaint, and they having re- 


ported to him that the beer is bad, ill-tafted and watery, 


and not *fit for any men to drink, the Lieutenant- 
Governor thereupan ſummoned a Cauncil, who ſent 
for ſeveral pots of beer from both ends and the 
micdle of each dining hall; and are unanimouſly of 
opinion, that it is thick, ill-taſted, and watery, and 


not it for the penſioners to drink, therefore reſolved 


port the beer not to be good on the 


from the Directors? | 


F N . 


to repair to the brewhouſe, to taſte the beer in the 
vats, and found two vats, numbers ten aud ſixteen, of 


the ſame brewing not fit to be ſer ved to the penſioners, 


and having taſted another brewing, which was ſomes 
thing better, ordered that the ſame be ſerved, there 
being none of a better ſort in the brewhouſe. Phe 
maſter brewer, being aſked what he had to fay re- 
ipefting the quality of the beer, acknowledged that 


it was weak, and of a very indifferent quality. 
. . Reſolved, that the Licutenant-Governor be do. 


fired to wait upon the Governor with a copy of the 


above Minutes, hoping he will take ſome method 


with the Board of DireQors for the relief of the pen- 
ſioners. 2 Danze Bari, 
Captain Baillie. I have beſides ſuryeys of the Offi- 
cers of the Heſpical upon the beer, wherejn they re- 
5th of July, 
1774 3 there is a ſurvey upon the beer. 8 80 
Q. Read thoſe ſurveys s 


wy IP Hoſpizal Greenwich, July 5, 1774. 
According to your defire, we have taſted the beer com- 
plained of, and find it thick and weak, but neither ſtinb- 
ing nor four ; aud as there is only a ſmall quantity, ſuf- 
ficient to ſerve two days, are of opinion, that it is not fo 
had as to be thrown away, but that the penſioners may 
Hs ar E, Sir 9 8 3 f 
Your moſt humble ſervants, 
Jarvis MaPLesDan, Captain. 
A. Goa pom, Lieutenant, 
Txzonorg Covar, for Mr. Mave, 
| Clerk of the Cheque. 


- 


T am of opinion that it is nat bad mall ber. 
To the Lieutenant-Governor. Joux Gopzr- 


Here is another report ſigned the ad of October, 

1775 USE wi Torr” went ah 
Q Read it, | 
: | E Haſpital Greenwich, October 2, 1776. 
R, 2 2 5 | | 

Agreeable to your defire, we haue been to the brew- 

bouſe and taſted the ſmall. beer for the uſe of the penſion- 

ers; but as the maſter brewer has intimated ta us, that 

he is to give his reaſons to the Board of Direttors next 


Saturday, relative ta the ſaid beer, we beg leave to poſt- 


Hone our opinion for the preſent. 

N | We are, Sir, © 

Your moſt bumble ſervants, 
Francis Lynn, W. LIEFEVRE, 

J. Hoss acx, Jonx Gopsy, 


For Mr. MAulLE, ThHEODORE Court. 


To Lieutenant - Governor Baillie. 


Q. Were they a Committee from the Council, ot 
A. The brewer intimated he was to give his 
reaſons to the Board of Directors, and not to the 
Council. 4 | | 48 5 
Q Were thoſe people who have ſigned that re- 
part a Committee of the Council ? Did the Council 
authorize them to make the ſurvey ? | 
A. No; it has been the cuſtom frequently, upon 
particular occaſions, for the Commanding Officer to 
order ſuch a ſurvey, _ | 
Q. Are there any rules and orders authorizing the 
Lieutenant- Governor to order ſuch a ſurvey ? 
A. I don't know that there are; it has been the 
cuſtom, 

Q. There was no perſon puniſhed for this beer? 
A. Neither the brewer, his ſervant, the Steward, 
nor the Clerk of the Cheque, nor either of their 
Clerks, that I know of. | 

Q. Whoſe buſineſs is it to inſpect the beer? 
A. The Steward and the Clerk of the Cheque, and 
their Clerks, are to inſpect the brewery. 


Q. W hether 


7 


Q. Lord Cheſterfield. Whether the beer has been in 
general good, or in general bad, in the Hoſpital ? 
A. There bas been a great number of complaints. 
„That is not an anſwer. I want to know if, in 
general, the beer was bad? You ſaid many people 
referred being put upon the Butler's Liſt, becauſe 
bo that means they had their\ſmall beer at the Hoſpi- 
tal, which is free from excite, and better than they 
could buy; I don't think bad beer is better than 
money to buy good; I want to have that explained? 
A. I don't underſtand that the ſmall beer is always 
bad; but theſe laſt four years it has not been good 
beer, ſuch as might have been expected in a Royal 


brewhouſe. I don't know the number put upon the 


Butler's Liſt annually; there may be ten or twenty 
added in a year, no great number. 
Q Has that been the reaſon the laſt four years, as 
well as former years when the beer was good, of be- 
ing put upon the Butler's Liſt. 2 Jacen 
A. The people upon the Butler's Liſt get almoſt 
as much as when they are upon the Money Lift. 
2. Have the numbers differed ? 
A. I don't know as to that point; many of the 
men preter the Butler's Liſt to the Money Lift. 


. 


A. GO DBV called in gain. 


Qt. Has there been any complaints made of the 

badneſs of the beer, ſince Luke Davis has been 

expelled? = Galt e PAT hu 

A. I don't recollect one. | 

On Medneſday, March 24th, the Lards met again on the 
© © buſineſs of Greenwich Hoſpital,  — 


The Duke of Richmond roſe and moved, © That the 
Chairman of the Committee do leave the Chair, and 
that the Houſe be reſumed.” ee e Has 

His Grace inſiſted upon it, that as he meant to 
complain of a breach of privilege againſt Captain 
 Mapleſden, for ſending away, from the Houſe, wit- 
neſſes under ſummons from their Lordſhips, his mo- 


tion was a matter of right, and not of debate; that 


all complaints of breach of privilege, according to the 
ſtanding orders on the journals, muſt ſuperſede ever 
other buſineſs ; he therefore would not recede fro 
urging, that the Houſe be reſumed. _ | 
| His Grace defended the penſioners who had cheer- 
ed the Lords, as they entered the Houſe, and faid, 
that there . was no breach of the peace in their con- 
duct; that the warmth they ſhewed did them ho- 
nour ; that it was the characteriſtic of Britiſh ſeamen ; 
a ſample of that honeſt zeal, to the repeated exertions 
of which this country owed all its greatneſs, its hap- 
pineſs, and its glory! He alſo laid it down as a mat- 
ter of right, for the penſioners, or for any other per- 
ſons whoſe cauſe either was, or was not, under the 


conſideration of Parliament, to ſtand in the ſtreet 


near the doors of Parliament, ſo long as they did not 
commit what the law termed a riot, or what the law 
conſtrued a breach of the peace; on the other hand, 


he argued, that Captain Mapleſden had been guilty 


of a groſs inſult to that Houſe, in a moſt unjuſti fable 
piece of conduct reſpecting the penſioners. Whatever 
might be the diſcipline, even the neceſſary diſcipline of 


the Hoſpital at Greenwich, he held it 2s a matter ex- 


ceedingly clear and obvious, that when the penfioners 
were ſummoned as witneſſes of that Houſe, that dur- 
ing the operation of the ſummons, all diſcipline, re- 
ſpecting them as penſioners, muſt be ſuſpended ; they 
were in charge of their Lordſhips, and not ſubje to 
the controul of any other perſons whatever. That 
telling the witneſſes that he would mark them, and 
holding up his cane, were tokens of awe, and tokens of 
menace, which he could prove Mr. Mapleſden uſed, 
and which might have a bad effect on the minds of 
men, who, from their ſituation, were under his influ- 
ENCE as Lieutenant-Governor:; 
His Grace ſaid, ſuch a mode of conduct might effec- 
tuaily check and prevent the obj:ct of the preſent enqui- 
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ry, which was the diſcovery of truth. Upon the whole, 
he contended, that the matter highly demanded their 
Lordſhips attention, and that the preſent was of all 
periods the moſt proper to take it under conſidera. 


tion; becauſe, if it were not immediately enquired 


into, ſuch penſioners as it ſhould appear neceſſary to 
call to the Bar, in the future courſe of the enquiry, 
would be afraid to ſpeak out, if they were not certain 
of meeting with the protection of their Lordſhips ; 
and the Lieutenant- Governor might go on, puniſhing 
and impoſing mulcts upon the witneſſes, if he were 


not given to underſt and, that the Houſe: kept a wary 


eye on his proceed inge. | 
The Lord Chancellor as ſtrenuouſly contended, that 
Captain Mapleſden's conduct rather merited the praiſe 
than the cenſure of their Lordſhips. He declared he 


had himſelf obſerved the mob of penſioners, at the 


door of the Houſe, when he alighted from his coach; 
that their behaviour was very improper and unſeemly; 


that he expected to have heard ſomething relative to 


it, in the courſe of laſt Wedneſday's buſineſs ; that 
it was extremely wrong to ſuffer the doors of Parlia- 


ment to be beſieged either by Greenwich penſioners, 


or by any other deſcription of perſons, whoſe cauſe 


was under Parliamentary enquiry ;- the example, 


though in the preſent caſe not very alarming, might 


be extended fo far as to become matter of ſerious 


wrong; that the Peers of that Houſe, - or the Mem- 


bers of the other, ought to have free and undiſturbed. 
acceſs to both Chambers of Parliament. If, how- 
ever, the noble Duke was reſolved to make a for- 


mal complaint of a breach of privilege, undoubt- 
edly he, or any other Peer, had a right to prefer 
ſuch a complaint; in that caſe, he intreated the 
noble Duke to conſider whether it would not be better 
to let the complaint ſtand over till the enquiry was 
ended; he was not himſelf aware that any penſioner 


who had been ſummoned as a witneſs, had been pre- 


vented from attending; if, however, the noble Duke 
had proof of any ſuch matter, the proceeding, let it 


_ originate from what quarter it might, was an atro- 


cious act, and merited ſevere cenſure. 

In. anſwer to the learned Lord's ſaying that the 
Houſe was beſieged, the Duke of Richmond de- 
clared he had not heard of any fort of Gege, but a 
fiege of cheers and kiſſes from old men and old 
women, penſioners and nurſes in the Hoſpital, en- 
treating to have their old Lieutenant - Governor again; 
that he underſtood ſeveral Lords were almoſt ſmo- 


2 in the way from their carriages to the ſtair- 
caſe. 1 


Lord Forteſcue declared, for one, that he never 


had been ſo kiſſed in his Iife; that it was rather un- 
fair in the women to attack him in that manner, and 


open their trenches before him as they had done, 


becauſe he was now an old man, and could not open 
his battery upon them in return. | 


ſaying, however, that he paſſed through a double 
rank of penſioners, who only huzza'd, and called out 
for the reſtoration of their old Lieutenant-Governor. 
The Lord Preſident ſpoke alſo on the ſame fide. _ 
Lord Camden and the Duke of Grafton on the 
ſide of the Duke of Richmond. The former aſſerted 
that the penſioners had a right, a legal and a con- 
ſtitutional right to aſſemble before the door of Par- 


liament; that every Britiſh ſubject, and every man 


in exiſtence, let his ſtation in life be what it might, 
had the ſame right; and he hoped to God, the day 
would never come when that right ſhould he tak en 
away. 5 YE 

His Lordſhip added, that he had obſerved the 
learned Lord on the Woolſack had only ſaid, that 
the penſioners had aſſembled at the doors in an un- 
ſeemly manner, by which expreſſion, he conceived, 
the learned Lord did not mean to diſpute their right 
of aſſembling as a matter contrary to law. 

The Duke of Richmond, in reply. to the mention 
which had been made of the word riots by the 
noble ſpeakers in ſupport of the Lord Chancellor, ſaid 

Q . he 


Lord Mansfield ſupported the Lord Chancellor, | 
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he was no friend to riots ; that he thought as ill of 
them and their abettors, as any man could poſſibly 
do; that it was groſsly perverting the meaning of 


language, to apply the word riot to an aſſembly of 
the poor penſioners at the door of the Houſe” the 
preceding Wedneſday, who attended only with an 


humble petition; that he remembered what really 
deſerved the name of riots, and that was, the aſ- 
ſembling of the weavers at the door of the Houſe 


ſome years ago; he remembered the proceedings of 
the Committee inſtituted to enquire into the proper 
mode of puniſhing thoſe rioters, and the ſudden 


manner in which thoſe proceedings were ſtopped; 


why they were ſo haſtily ſtopped, the Lords, who 


. 


undertook that buſineſs, beſt knew. 


Lord Shelburne, with his uſual perſpicuity, ſup- 
ported the Duke of Richmond. He began with 
profeſſing his extreme candour in the whole buſineſs 
of the enquiry; that he was determined to keep him- 
ſelf perfectly impartial, neither to give any judgment, 


nor to ſuffer any opinion to be drawn from him till 


he had heard the whole of the evidence, and was 
fully competent to decide on the ſubject. He was 
free to confeſs, that all he knew previous to the 
cowmmencement of the preſent enquiry, was from 
reading Mr; Baillie's book, above a year ago; that 
it was then ſent him, for he had not ſought after it; 
that Captain Baillie had ſince called repeatedly at 
his door, but he never had ſeen him; that he had 
not an idea, that the noble Lord at the head of the 
Admiralty could poſſibly be proved to have been 
at all concerned in cauſing bull beef, bad veal, bad 
"ſhoes and ſtockings, and ſour beer, to be ſerved out 
to the poor penſioners. That the noble Lord cer- 
tainly muſt be above any ſuch petty larceny baſe- 
neſs, however he might appear neglectful in not 
having taken proper care of the navy, or in diſcharge 
of che other leading duties of his office, as Preſi- 
dent of a great and important Board, where he might 
be employed with much honour to himſelf, and ad- 
vantage to the public, in fitting out his fleets, and 


giving his orders there; that he would own, were 


he in the noble Lord's place, he had much rather 
ſtand accuſed of the greater crimes of neglect of the 
navy, &c. than have it imputed to him that he 


had either encouraged, countenanced, or winked at 
any ſuch pitiful frauds and impoſitjons on old men, 


old women, and helpleſs children, as the preſent en- 


quiry tended to bring to light, and in which the 


noble Lord ſeemed ſo highly intereſted by his re- 
gular attendance, „„ 


» 


At length Lord Sandwich roſe, and begged that 
the noble Lord might be permitted to quit the 
chair, and that the Houſe might be reſumed. He 


ſaid the preſent debate looked to him like an inten- 


tion either to check or procraſtinate the enquiry, 
or to ground a pretence for putting a ſtop to it al- 
together; that it was his intereſt and his wiſh that it 
ſhould proceed. f | 5 
His Lordſhip ſaid it would be unjuſt to him if 
any ſort of impediment was thrown in the way of the 
enquiry. He conſidered the conduct of Captain 
Mapleſden as highly laudable ; he had no doubt it 
would appear ſo, and therefore he begged that the 
Houſe would allo do the Captain the juſtice to ſuffer 
it to be enquired into. 5 8 85 
At length the queſtion was put, and carried to 
examine witneſſes on a breach of privilege. 

Charles Smith, a Boatſwain, was called in, being 
one of thoſe perſons who was threatened, ſeverely 
mulcted, and reduced to a private penſioner by Cap- 
tain Mapleſden, for not diſperſing what he called a 
mob, though he ſhewed him an order for his atten- 
dance on the Houſe, when this witneſs appeared and 


was ſworn.— The Duke of e the fol- 


” 


lowing queſtion to him : 

Q. Did Captain Mapleſden threaten you with a 
cane or ſtick over your head, at the door of this 
Houſe, on Wedneſday laſt ? | e 


FF 1 kSE 

| The Lord Chancellor immediately int 

Grace, by putting the queſtion thu2s2s 
Q. When Captain Mapleſden came down to the 

door of the Houſe, what did he do; 


Upon this obvious alteration, the Duke of Rich. 
mond inſtantly ordered the witneſs to withdraw, 
and as ſoon as he had withdrawn, his Grace charged 
the Lord Chancellor with having aſſumed a right to 
long to him. inn "(Op OF Fats; 
The Duke of Grafton very ' warmly attacked the 
learned Lord on the Woolfack, and ſpoke to his 
want of fairneſs and candour with a very becomin 
ſpirit. His Grace ſaid the breath had ſcarcely 
eſcaped the lips of the learned Lord, which ſerved 
him to expreſs the queſtion, before it was perverted 
obſerving” at the ſame time, that he would never 
ſuffer ſuch a conduct to pals uncenſured, whilſthe had 
the honour of a ſeat in that Houſe; it is true, he 


alter his queſtion, a prerogative which did not be. 
F 8 16 57 N 4. e CIS 5 . 


ſaid, perſons may be called up there for the pur. 
poſes of Adminiſtration z* if, however, a day ſhould 
arrive when the Houſe ſwarmed with lawyers if the 


benches were fuffed full of pleaders, he hoped the 
ancient and hereditary nobles of the land would have 


ſpirit enough to reſiſt the confident incroachments 


of that profeſſion, and would neither ſuffer ſenſe 


and reaſon to be cavilled away in verbal diſtinction, 


nor the forms and orders of their proceedings. to be 


alter ed- at the will of any one Lord, how ever high in | 


Office, however great his abilities, however reſpec- 


table his character. N | 


The Lord Chancellor left the Woolſack, and ſaid 
he was exceedingly aſtoniſhed-to hear himſelf accuſed 
of having aſſumed any thing which did not pro- 
perly belong to his ſituation; that on the preſent 
occaſion he had no difficulty to admit, that he had 
altered the words of the noble Duke's queſtion; 
in juſtification, however, of his conduct, he had only 


to ſay, that he wiſhed to expedite the proceeding of 


the enquiry, and therefore took upon him to alter 
the queſtion, as it appeared to him to be a leading 
queſtion, hich in his Grace's form could not be 
put, without ſome alteration; but as it was rather 


in point of form than in ſubſtance, he ſhould have 
firſt remonſtrated with the noble Duke, and then 


have aſked his permiſſion to have changed it. 

His Lordſhip then, inſtead of defending the dig- 
nity of a private birth on the equal line of Nature, 
deſcanted on the labours of his profeſſion as a com- 


penſation for the honours attached to it, and that 
thoſe labours which hereditary Lords were not born 


to, ſhould make them happy in their own ſituations, 
without reflecting on thoſe of others; that when he 


looked back on the lineage of the ancient and here- 


ditary nobility of the kingdom, it was, however, not 
a little flattering to him, that a great many of the 
preſent Peers had ſprung from men who had filled 
the Office he had the honour to hold, and ſome from 
perſons not equally intitled to the honours which 
they poſſeſſed. _ 


| Lord Mansfield juſtified the Lord Chancellor's | 


mode of altering the queſtion, and ſaid it was a com- 
mon cuſtom in both Houſes of Parliament, for the 
eaſe of buſineſs ; that he had ſat many years in both 


Houſes, and had often been a witneſs to it, and 


never heard it objected to before. 0 
The Duke of Richmond ably defended the pro- 


priety of his queſt ion, and having ſhewn the advan- ' 


tageous ground of Truth over Law, declared, that the 


learned Lord's quoting the cuſtom of the other Houſe 
of Parliament ſhould not ſatisfy him. That the learned 


Lord on the Woolſack had no right to alter his 
queſtion without conſulting him, and that if he did 
not allow that he had aſſumed an improper power, 
he would move the Houſe in form, that the learned 
Lord had done what he was not warranted to do by 
the forms of the Houſe. + ; 

The Lord Chancellor again left the Woolſack, 


and repeated what he had faid, in arcs. eee” 


pted his 
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f his having no right to alter any Lord's queſtion ; 
bo 2 had done it for the ſake of accom- 
modating buſineſs ; that as to conſulting the noble 
Duke, he had no right to conſult him, for that the 


moment the noble Duke had uttered the queſtion, it 
became the queſtion of the Houſe, and the proper 


mode would have been for him to have appealed to 


the Houſe, if the queſtion ought to be put. He 


thought it, however, much more manly to ce 
ertor than to perſiſt in it, and therefore he was eaſy 


in declaring, that he had, though from a good mo- 


tive, acted contrary to order. 
The Duke of Richmond admitted what the learned 


Lord had ſaid as a ſufficient explanation, and jo- 


coſely added, Thar hereditary birth did not always 
&© exclude perſons from labour; for 3 he was 
n born noble, and was not in office, he believed the 
<< learned Lord would not ſay he had never any labour 
ec upon his hands.“ | mien CY VI BUY Te. 

Ar length the Committee proceed to examine 
witneſſes, and Charles Smith, Boatſwain, was again 
called in and examine. i en 


„ ee Merch 14, 1779. e 
CHARLES/SMITH, 4 Pefoner, called in again. 


_ 2 Q. Inform the Houſe whether you was here any 


A. Yes; laſt Wedneſday, 18515 


- 


Q. Was you ordered to attend the Houſe ? ' us; after examining us, bringing us to a Council 


that we have in our Houſe once a week; but inſtead 


Q. Tou had received an order to attend the 
"IN The „ 
CCC T1c 
Q. Did you attend it? <bean 
A. Les. . — 3 a 9 8 ## 
Q. Inform the Houſe what Captain Mapleſden 
ſaid to you, what paſſed between youu © 
A. Nothing, that I know; but we attended here 
we were giving three cheers to every Lord, and 
wiſhing that we might receive our Lieutenant-Go- 
vernor Baillie again : Captain Mapleſden came 'out 
and ordered ſilence, and ordered me to withdraw 
the men off; I ſaid, if he could not do ſo, to fo 


many hundred men, how could I do it? accordingly 


he ordered me to withdraw myſelf : I faid, I had as 
much right as another man to ſtand there, and J 
ſtaid there till the Duke of Bolton came up; and 
when the Duke of Bolton came up, he ſpoke, and 
aſked what was the reaſon; and I ſaid, that we all 
ſtaid there for the ſake of wiſhing that we might 
have our Lieutenant-Governor into the Houſe again, 


that was all that was ſaid, and the mob all diſperſed 


directly; if you call it a mob, there was no mob in 
the caſe, no quarrelling, but only gave three cheers 
to the Lords, and we all diſperſed directly. | 
. Q. Was that upon the Duke of Bolton's deſire ? 
A. Yes; he deſired us to withdraw. 
Q. What did Captain Mapleſden do to you? 
A. He ordered me to come and draw the people 
off; I told him if he could not do it, how could I; 
tor I was but one man? he ſaid, then get away 
yourſelf; I ſaid, I had a right to ſtay there, as well 
as another perſon. | | 7 
Q. Did Captain Mapleſden do any thing ta you? 
A. He came with his ſtick, with a flouriſh over 
me, and went to run it in my face. I ſaid, it is a 


rhing beyond my ability; if you cannot do it, which 


way can I? he up with his ſtick, and was going to 
ſhove it into my face, becauſe I did not do it. As 
i00n as the Duke of Bolton ſpoke to me, after we 
had given every body cheers, we withdrew directly; 
not by my order, but by the good conſent of every 
body ; after they gave the Lords three cheers when 
they came in, then we withdrew. 


Ho long was the three cheers after Ca ſo 
Mapleſden had been talking with you? F 


cil-room, as it ſhould be; 


FP LORD ES OR IN. : 


A. Not more than a quarter of an hour, ! 
Whether you ſaid any thing to Captain 


Mapleſden, relative to your being ſummoned to at- 


tend this Houſe ? 8 

A. Yes, and pulled out my pocket- book to ſhew 
him my ſummons; moreover, he did not take it 
from me, but I put it into my book again, after the 
people had all withdrawn. 1 


Q What did Captain Mapleſden fay, when you 
ſhewed him the ſummons? — 8 


A. Nothing at all then, for he did not take it out 
of my hand, and fo I put it in my book again; after 
we had done that, we ſpoke to the Duke of Bolton 
again, and then we all withdrew. 5 

Q. Are you very ſure that you mentioned to 
Captain Mapleſden, that the paper that you ſhewed 
him was a ſummons, or a ſubpæna, from the Houſe 
of Lords? Xe | 

A. Tes. Wn | . Ei So 

Q. You are ſure of that? 5 

A. Yes, and pulled it out, and was going to ſhew 


it to him, but he did not take it out of my hands, 
but I opened it to him. 


& When did you return to Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
A. That fame night. SE TL 
Q. What happened to you, after you returned 


to Greenwich Hoſpital ? - | 80 ; 
A. The very next day he ordered all of us, that 
he picked out as he thought proper, to appear at his 


own houſe, and he kept us all in doors and examined 


of that, he made a private Council of it; he broke 


me, that is, taking one ſhilling and ſix- pence out of 
| two ſhillings and ſix-pence, which is my ſalary per 


week S hae "gt 
Q. You were ſummoned to a Council? _ 

A. Not ſummoned to a Council; he ordered us 
there inſtead of ns preg us properly to the Coun- 
e made a private Council 

of it to himſelf, and ſo called us all, one by one; and 
as for my part, he examined me ſo; at laſt he damned 
me, and bid me be get out of his houſe: I made 


anſwer, I did not want to come there, if he had not 


ſent for me. On the Monday following he had a 


Council on it; he brought me to the Council and 


broke me, and he broke another; he mulcted 
another twenty ſhillings, and another ten ſhillings, 
and another five ſhillings, and another four ſhillings, 
and then he expelled a nurſe of the Houſe, for three 
months; and the man that was Mate of the Painted 
Hall, he happened to kick a dog in the Painted 
Hall, and he was turned out of the Houſe. 


Q. What do you mean by ſaying Captain Mapleſ- | 


den broke you? 


A. Iam a Boatſwain of the Hoſpital, and I wear 


this lace ; now he has broke me, and taken this lace 
away; and out of my pay, which is two ſhillings 


and ſix-pence a week, he has taken one ſhilling and 


ſix-pence away, and I have but one ſhilling re- 
maining. 0 . | 
Q. Woas that done by the order of the Council? 
A. By his own order; it was a private Council, 
Q. On what day was that Council? | 
A. It was a private Council, which ſhould have 
been on the Friday, he brought ir on the Monday. 
Q. Was any other puniſhment inflicted upon 


you? 


A. I was to go into the Hall and ſtand in the 
pillory, and aſk his pardon. | | 

Q. Whether you did go into the Hall and ſtand 
in the pillory? - CO Doi ies 

IS: = 

Q. What was the crime you was charged with? 

A. For diſobeying his orders at the Houſe of 
Lords, in not taking the mob off as he ordered, 
which was a thing impoſſible for me to do. 

Q. Whether you ſaw Captain Mapleſden, on the 
Wedneſday, endeavour to drive away any other per- 
{ons from the door of the Houle ? 


A. No, 


2 1 — — — i. os DT 


Ge a — hu 


=> I — 
8 ED Cn IEEE —— 
TE OO Ee — 


nu 5 . a eter ee 2 
— 
25 — 
8 — 
ide nn — — SIS 
4 - — — AS — — 


. 
— 


ne —„— 
— ares inn] erode te 
— — — — 


—— 


P ——— ey, — — —— ett IO. 71,6 wager ie >. 


—— 
—— —ͤ — —— — 


— 


I. — ng 
— 209 2 ——— 2U—ñ 


— — 


— — — 
< Lo - Z 3 
— — 


— 
0 — 
—— 


— — — aBa-. 
bo » P. 2 
—— 5 5 — 
— —— — ——— 
r ap > * 
2 * De 3 
— — — — cen 
— —— 
— — — 


p — e = = - — 4 — ES 5 2 | 
S Sans <dGgeh — — 3 — . 8 n 
— — —ꝰ—— „ 1 I * . z ILL = = * 2 — . => 2 — 8 == 8 — 2 = ", » . Sx G —uy* 2 = ho 

— — a — — — 8 Z — — , — "ROSE. MG - — — Ws - 


—— 
. — — 
— — — kt‘ 7r plĩ—x— — 322 
= r . — . . — 


pm ee — 


— I———I 


— 

. — 
— S — 
— — 


— 


— — — 


— — — — 


— 
8 


N 
8 —— 
2 — 


— — BIT <ol> ns 


= - 1 — — — - een ͤ — — — 
OOO Er St nu > I OE Bn PE le = ont Wn E 


66 n o bus 0 


Aha No, he only pitched 3 me; and as he did 
it, another man, a man that attends upon our office, 


took our names down, and another fellow that was 
there, was his witneſs z ſo there they took down what 


few people they pitched upon, and thoſe he awed an 


ayimolity to; he took our names down. 
Q. Whether you did go away, on the Wedneſday, 
in conſequence of Captain Mapleſden's order 
A. Not directly, not befare we were done with 


here, at the Houle of Lords, then we went home. 


Q. Was it your charge to dogs, the witneſſes from © 
Greenwich, to the Houle of Lords? | 
A. No, only I came up in the coach along with 


them; but thele people were all here long before we 


came. 
Q. Whether you cheered any particular Fans. 


or whether you could diſtinguiſh one Lord from 
another? 


A. Not at all; we cheered every one * they 


came by. | 
Q. Who fet you to cheer the Lords ? 8 
A. No ſoul, it was by nobody's order, but only 


by the men's own good will. We witneſſes <&d not 
| know that the penſioners were all here. 


Who put you 15 cheering the Lords at all ? 
A. God Almighty knows, it was their own doing. 


A. No. 
Was it of your own thought 
Þ Our own goad wills. oo 
Q. Was you the oldeſt leni anending, o 
TR to attend the Houſe? 
0. 


Q. Whether any of the penſioners that were EA 
moned to attend the Houſe of Lords, to give evi- 


dence, were ſent away deine they had given their 
eyidence? 


A, We did not go away before che Houle of 


Lords broke up. 


How many penſioners were there? 
1.750 bleſs my foul! 1 . tell. 
s near as you can gueſs. 
Ft I ſu Ki, — or * hypdred. 
Q. Were they all witneſſes ? 


A. No, no; not we witneſſes; I don't ſpeak of 


them; 1 ſpeak of the people that were cheering. 
Q. How many of them were there ou were 
wines ? 
. I believe about a dozen. 
hether you met with any obſtruction in 
coming down to the Houſe of Lords to give your 
evidence ? 


A. No; we came ES "ot well, and went home 
r 


again very ſafe; nobody 


onted us, only Mr. 
Mapleſden. 


. Did 2 Mapleſden obſtruct your coming ; 


to give e evidence ? 


©. Did Captain Maplefden order all of you, or 
the witneſſes only, to go ? 


A. All. 


Q_Did Captain Mapleſden ever order you not to 
come again? | 


A. No, he never was againſt that. 
When you retired, was it at the order of Cap- 


| tain Mapleiden or at the deſire of the Duke of Bolton? 
A. I muſt tell you the truth ; by the Duke of 


Bolton's order. 

Q. How long had Captain Mapleſden ordered you 
to retire before the Duke of Bolton ordered you ? 

A. About a quarter of an hour. 

Q. Whether Captain Mapleſden ordered you to 


retire after you had ſhewn him the ſummons from 


the Houſe of Lords, or before ? 

A, Before; I offered to ſhew him the ſummons 
then, but he would not take it out of my hand. 

Q Did Captain Mapleſden order you to retire 
aftcr you had ſhewn him the ſummons ? 


& Did any body put yay, en en the 
„ 


F be & i d. 


A. Yes; but we did not diſperſe before we gave 
the laſt three cheers not before the Duke of Bolton 
ff 12 to us. 

Whether Contain Mapleſden 1955 you to 
repre after you had ſhawn him the ſummons from 
the Houſe of Lords? 

A. Directiy —He did hot take it fra we. bor hs: 

ordered me to retire then, and I ſaid I had as much 


right to ſtay there as any one there. 


When was 08 0 waer he ordered you to . 
terwards 2 A ate | 

7 Afterwards, © | 

Q. War it Nahen or alter you ſhewed him the 
paper ? 

A. It Was at the time I ſhewed bim che paper; 
when I put it up into n pocket-book, then. I told 
him that. f 

Q. Did he, after you had ſhewn him the Paper 
order you to go home ? | 

QDs he did not. 

Do you not ets has n made of 
Greenwich Hoſpital has, by leave, a right to be ab- 
ſent . hours ? 

A. Yes 


Q. Were all theſe that came by * chat de. | 
ſeription, Pr that had a right to che au four 


_ abſence *? 


A. They were all at home; [ queſtion whether 


Ty thts were five of them laid out. 


Q. Have any Officers of the Hoſpital, if men are 


9 abſent during thoſe twenty-four hours, any more 
right than any other perſons, without they find thoſe 


are acting diſorderly, to order them ta diſperſe ? 

by No. They aſk — before they come out, 

and they may ſtay. 

Q. Whether Captain Mapleſden ceaſed giving you 
any orders as ſoon as you ſnewed him the order of 
the Houſe of Lords for your attendancee ? 

A. He ſpoke no more to me; he never Es me 


. any more orders afterwards. 


did not order you to retire ? | 
A. Not after he had no more to fay afterwarda 
to me. ä 
Q. How long have you been in Greenwich Hoſpital? 
A. Eleven years. | 
Ho long have you deen a Boatſwain there? 
A. Ten years and ten months. | 2 
Q. How long had you been at ſea before you 
vent tg Greenwich Hoſpital? 
A. Forty years. 
Q. In what ſervice have you been? 
Thirty years in the king's fervice. 
8 Was you ever in the Eaſt-Indies ? 
es. 
Q_ And i in the Welt-Indies pF: 
A, Yes; and at Newfoundland, and other cs | 
Q. Did you uſe any other words to Captain 


Mapleſden, except that you had FO good a right to 
be there as the other people? 


A. No other words, as I know not any words of 


impudence. 


Fo Ny you ordered back to Greenwich 7 


Q. Only to keep farther off 3 
A. Yes; and I came into the lobby afterwards. 
 [ Charles, mith ein 


MARY ROSE, a Nurſe, a ſeaman's widow. 
Q What paſſed between you and Capt. Mapleſden, 


on Wecdneſday laſt, at the door of the Houle ? 


A, When Captain Mapleſden came out, he ſhook 
his cane over his head, and bid us diſperſe, when we 
were ſeeing the Honourable the Houſe of Lords 
come in. 

Q. Over whoſe head did he ſhake his ſtick ? 

A, Over his own head; and bid us diſperſe by 
order of the Houſe of Peers. 

Q. What did Captain Mapleſden fay ? He | 


HOUSE 


rſe; and, damn it, if we did not, he would mark. 
us all, and puniſh us very: ſeverely when we came 
Q. Were you puniſhed ? $7 | 

= Yes * a brought. before the honourable 
Council, and mul& half my wages for ſeeing the ho- 
nourable Peers come; and was very. baſely ill uſed by 
what he was pleaſed to ſay to me beſides. 
QQ. What did he ſaß ? 


» 


A. He made uſe of a great many words, called 


me huſſy and jade, and uſed a great many words not 
proper to make uſe of before your Lordſhips. 


Q. Was you ſummoned" to atcend the Houſe on 


Wedneſday? 


A. I was; and I told bim fo; and he damned me, 


and aſked me, how I dared to come withaut an order 
from the houſe. bo 
Q. What houſe do you underſtand he meant by 
faying an order from the Houſe? 

A. That I did not aſk leave of Greenwich-houſe ; 

1 thought the ſummons was fufficient, 
Q. Did he order you to go away after you ſaid 
you was ſummoned by order of the Houſe of Lords ? 


A. Yes, he did; and told me he would mark me 


for ſo doing, and take notice of me when I came 
5 8 5 
Q. How much was you fined ? | 
A. Twenty ſhillings. 
DO. Where did Captain Mapleſden bid you go? 
A. He bid us diſperſe and go home; theſe were 
the words he ſaid. | 
Q. Did you ſhew Captain Mapleſden 
mons of this Houſe ? | 
A. Captain Maplefden knew very well that I was 
fummoned ; he aſked me, and I told him, yes—he 
did not aſk me to ſhew it to him ? 0 4: 
Q. Did you offer to ſhew it to him? | 
A. No; he did not aſk it, and I did not ſhew it. 
Q. Was it ſaid to you in particular, or to you all 
gether ? | 5 | 
A. He bid us all diſperſe. 

Q. Then what he ſaid was no more ſpoke to you 
than to the reſt? | 8 
A. No; he bid us all diſperſe; and he told me, 
when he went by me, that he would mark me when 


I got home; and ſo he did. cy 
| | [ Mary Roſe withdrew. 


the ſum- 


DOROTHY PERRY alled in — a ſeamay's widow. 
Q. Was you at the Houſe of Lords'on Wedneſday 
laſt? | | os 
A. Yes. | ; | oo Re ha 3 
Q. Did you ſee Captain Mapleſden there? 
Fi | 


| Q. What paſſed between Captain Mapleſden and 
you ? 3 DE N 


A. When he came out of the eoffee-houſe, the 
were a parcel of people ſtanding by the ſide of t 
coffee-houſe, pretty near the door of the Houſe ; 


when he came out, he came up to Boatſwain Smith; 3 
he paſſed me; Boatſwain Smith ſtood beſide me; he 


turned to him; he had a cane in his hand; he ran it 
up cloſe in Boatſwain Smith's face, and damned him, 


and aſked him how he came there: Boatſwain Smith 


| faid his feet brought him there: Captain Mapleſden 
damned his feet, and deſired him to take all the men 
and women home, and take every body away, He 
ſaid he did not bring them there, and it was not his 
- buſineſs. Captain Mapleſden faid if he did not, he 
would puniſh him. Boatſwain Smith ſaid he could 
not heJp it, whether he did puniſh him or not, for 
he could not take the people away. Captain Ma- 
pleſden ſaid if he did not, he would mark him. 
Q. Did any thing elſe paſs in your hearing ? 
A. Not concerning Captain Mapleſden ; we came 
away toon after ? | LETES Goryeria 
Q Did Captain Mapleſden ſay any thing to you 


in particular: 


0 F 
A. He ſwore a very great oath, and bid us diſ- 


linquents. 


5 On D 8. „ 
A. No.—He ſpoke to Boatſwain Smith to call us 
all away. Us that had ſummonſes ſaid we had ſum- 


monſes, and had therefore a right till we were taken 


into this Houſe—Your Lordſhips had not all come 

in then | SI 
Q. Did you tell Captain Mapleſden that you was 

ſummoned ? £ „ 

A. I told it in his hearing, cloſe by him; when 


| Boatſwain Smith ſaid he had a fummons, he damned 


him, and us all, and told him to take us away, and 
the ſummonſes too. | EO. 
Q Did Captain Mapleſden order you 
or to go to any particular place ? | 

A. He did not order us to go to any place here 
in London ; he ordered us to go to Greenwich, 

Q. What time of day was it that he ſaid this? 

A. About two o'clock, to the beſt of my know- 


ledge. | 
| & Did you ſtay till this Houſe was up ? 
A. Yes; we ſtaid till the Houſe broke up that 

night; it was about eight o'clock. 
Q. Did all the witneſſes ſtay till the Houſe was 

broke up? 
I . 

QQ. Did the reſt of the people diſperſe ? 
A. Yes ; every body but them that were ſums. 

moned went away directly. 7 

| [Dorothy Perry, Nurſe, withdrew. 


After the examination of theſe three witneſſes, - 
who fully proved the menaces and mulcts of Cap- 
tain Mapleſden towards them, it was moved by the 
Duke of Richmond, that the Captain might be 
ſummened to anſwer for this breach of privilege to 
the Houſe ; but it was conteſted warmly by the other 
fide on the ground of impropriety, — 
The Lord Chancellor, Lords Mansfield and Ba- 
thurſt (for all their arguments ran in the ſame 
ſtream) ſtated, that as there was no degree of crimi- 
nalty proved againſt Captain Mapleſden, it would 


to go away, 


be contrary to their Lordſhips juſtice to order his 


attendance. 15 1205 3 
The Duke of Richmond, Lord Camden, and 
many other Lords combated this doctrine with great 
calmneſs, clearneſs, and preciſion; Lord Camden, in 
3383 aſked what greater degree of inſult could 
be offered their Lordſhips, than by attempting to 
drive away witneſſes from their attendance. As to 
the actual forcing them away he did not, probably 
becauſe it was not in his power, but he held out ter- 


ror to them, to do fo; he commanded them away, 


threatening, with oaths and imprecations, to mark 


them; and to confirm all this, the very next morn- 


ing, without waiting for the uſual Council day, he 
fined, and otherwiſe puniſhed them ſeverely as de- 


Notwithſtanding this, a majority of 55 to 20 
thought there was no manner of occaſion for Captain 
Mapleſden's attendance. ; 

©. Adjourned till to morrow, 


Thurſday, March 25th, 1779. 
Captain BAILLIE called in. 
Q. Whether there has been any abuſes in the lin- 


nen in Greenwich Hoſpital ? - 
A. There have been many complaints made to me 


* 


by the penſioners of Greenwich Hoſpital, that the 


quality of the linen has been very different from 
what it uſed to be, that it has decreaſed in ſize as 
well as in goodneſs. 


Q. Inform the Houſe whether you made any expe- 


riments, to know whether it was decreaſed in ſize ? 


A. In conſequence of that information, I ſent the 
proper people, as I thought they were, the Boat- 


ſwains and Nurſes, into the different quarters of the 


Hoſpital, to meaſure the linen throughout the Hoſ- 
pital, in particular in the Infirmary, where I thought 
it was of the moſt conſequence ; the perſons who 

R : meaſured 
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62 "KN VV 0 © 
meaſured the linen there, brought reports to me that 
all the mens ſheets, upon an average, were deficient 
in half a yard in every pair, one with the other; 
ſome wanted a yard, ſome three quarters of a yard, 
and the average about half a yard upon the whole, 
generally throughout the Hoſpital. | . 
Q. Is there any body here that can ſpeak to that? 
A. There are the people here who meaſured it ; 
they likewiſe meaſured the ſhirts ; Thomas Field mea- 
{ured them. : 7 5 | 
Q. As'to [the goodneſs of the linen that has been 


delivered out at this time, in compariſon with what 
has been delivered out before, have you any ſamples 


of that? 


A. There are patterns of what they had ſome few 
years ago, and what they have now. TOs 
Q. Have you ſome with you now? | 

A. I brought them with me for that purpoſe, that 
there might be no miſtake as to the evidence. 

Q. Be ſo good as to produce them, 


Captain BAILLIE produces ſeveral Samples. 


This is the bed-ticking the men were allowed for- 
merly, ſuch as any nobleman in this Houſe might lie 
upon in comfort. This is what they have now; it is 
an inferior quality, not worth a quarter part of the 
money of the other; it has no duration in it, it is 


not fit for the penſioners of Greenwich Hoſpital. 
This is what they uvſed to have formerly for their 
ſhirting ; it is of a very good quality; there is a blue 
no reduction what- 


ſtripe in it, that there might 
ever in the cutting it; the mode now is greatly al- 


tered, there is no ſuch precaution taken, the linen 


is not worth half the money, nor will it laſt half ſo 
long; it is obliged to be patched and mended before 
a year is out; in like manner the nurſes of the Hoſ- 


pital, a number of whom are very reſpectable cha- 
racters, there are a matter of twenty-four of them 
that are Sea-officers widows, reduced to that ſad ne- 


ceſſity of being common nurſes ; the gowns. they give 
them are not ſo good as they uſed to be, they are 
worſe than work-houſe cloaths, worſe than pauper's 
linen; theſe are the patterns, (producing them) their 
pillow-caſes are made now of dowlas, of a bad qua- 
lity, formerly it was a very good cloth, ſuch as any 
body might lay their heads upon in comfort; their 
beds were formerly filled with very good wool, and 
flock of the fineſt ſort, now it is rather a cutting of 
mops, or ſomething of that ſort San 
Q. Who is the perſon that meaſured the linen ? 
A. Thomas Field. | | 


Mr. MAULE called in, the Clerk of the Cheque. 


Q Have you made out that account you was or- 
dered to do? ; 
A. I have. (I is delivered to the Houſe). 


THOMAS FIELD called in, one of the Boat ſwains. | 


Q. Did you meaſure any linen belonging to the 
Hoſpital at any time ? | 

A. Its. | | 

Q. How much did you meaſure ? 


A. I meaſured three hundred and eighty-eight pair 


of ſheets in the Infirmary. 
Q. How much did they meaſure ? 


A. They meaſured half a yard ſhort and better in | 


each pair of ſheets, | 

Q. Half a yard ſhort of what? apron: N 

A. Of the cloth; 1 had been told by the Lieutenant- 
Governor, that they were' to be two yards and one 
half long, five yards in each ſheet; there are two 
breadths in a ſheet. | | 

Q Uqpon an average, how much did they meaſure 
ſhort oſ that? | 

A. Better than half a yar. 

Q. In each pair, or in each ſheet ? 

A, In each pair. 


EF E S RN D 


Q. Upon what number of ſheets did you ſay you 


made this meaſurement ? . ; 
A. Three hundred and eighty-eight pair. 
Q. And upon each of the three hundred and eigh- 
ty-eight pair, if I underſtood you right, there was a 
deficiency” of half a yard ? ISP. 
A. There was in each pair. a 
Q. Did you meaſure any other linen? 
A. Yes, all the Boatſwains in the Houſe had o- 
ders to meaſure the linen that belonged to the pen- 
ſioners that were in their diviſion. Hon 
. Did you meaſure them ? 8. 184 
A. I meaſured the linen that was in the diviſion 
that I belonged to; they run ninety-five yards ſhort 
upon ſhirts and ſheets, one hundred and ſixty ſheets, 
and one hundred and fixty ſhirts. | 
Q. What you mentioned before related to the In- 
firmary ? 8 
* What you ſpeak of now relates to your ward? 
A. Yes. 1 8 8 
Q. And in your ward how much did you find 
ſhort in the ſheets and ſhirts? 
A. Ninety. five yards. | 1 
Q. What do you imagine was the allowance for 
ſhirts ? | | + | 
A. I was told three yards and an half. 


Q. Did you meaſure the linen in any other wards? 


A. No, none at all: but the-divifion J belonged 
to, and the Infirmary ſheets. Ta * 
| 85 [Thomas Field withdrew, 
Mr. GODBY called in, the-Steward. 


Q. Is there any allowance made in the Hoſpital 
for the meaſure of ſheets and ſhirts ? _ 
A. Three yards and an half for a ſhirt, and five 
yards for a ſheet. | E 16 OS 
Q. Were the ſheets leſs than they uſed to be the 
laſt time they were cut, at the time that they men- 


tion? | 'E 
A. I believe they are, full as long now as ever they 


2 and are made in the ſame manner in every re- 
pect. | 5 
Q. But were they not half a yard leſs in each pair 


of ſheets than before? 


&. No. | 
Q. Are you poſitive and clear in that? 

A. Ves; it cannot be; if any ſheets are ſhorter than 
that ſtandard, it is becauſe the pieces of ſheeting run 
a certain length, and we cut them ſo as not to leave 
any remnants ; that is the eſtabliſhment in the Hoſ- 
pital, and has been always the practice ; at leaſt for 
40 years back to Mr. Bell's time; I have purſued the 
ſame method, and employed the ſame people, and I 
have no reaſon to believe that they have made away 
with any of it. | OY 

Q. You ſay there is the ſame quantity in the ſheets 
now as formerly ?.\ _ > 

A. The ſame. | | | 

Q. How could it happen, that the ſheets, when 
meaſured, appeared to be half a yard leſs ? 

A. I fancy it will not appear ſo, when your Lord- 


ſhips call upon the Clerk of the Cheque's clerk, who 


is a cheque upon my office; he receives theſe ſheets, 
and is a cheque upon them. 

Q. You are poſitive they are the ſame ſize as 
uſual ? 

A. Yes, the ſame ſize as uſual. 


A. I haveſeen a great many of them meaſured, and 
I believe all the linen is accounted for very clearly; it 
appears ſo to me. 88 | 

Q. I wiſh to have a direct anſwer ; have you mea- 
ſured all theſe ſheets yourſelf ? wy 

A. Not all; it is impoſſible I can meaſure 8 or 
9000 pair of ſheets ; that cannot be ſuppoſed, I ſhould 
Imaging ; | have ſeen a great many of them mea- 

ured, 


Q. Whether you ſpeak abſolutely from having 
meaſured the preſent ſheets ? | | 


. Upon | 
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the ſame length the old ones uſed to be, without any 
kind of diminution? 


A. I have: ſeen ſome of them meaſured, and have 
meaſured ſeveral; I have taken here and there one 


of a quantity when they are made, and have. meaſured 
them the ſame as they uſed to be in every reſpect. 

Q What quantity may you have meaſured your- 
ſelf ? . Angle 7 | WS 
A. When there have been two or three hundred 
pair at a time delivered into my office, I have mea- 
{ured three or four, and have been ſatisfied. If I 
have found a deficiency in any reſpect, I have looked 
farther into it. = 

Q. What is the meaſure ?. 

A. Of the ſheets five yards. 

Q. Did thoſe you meaſured meaſure five yards? 


A. They meaſured ſomething under, becauſe we 


cut them ſo as not to make any remnants. 
Q. I aſk you the poſitive meaſure of what you 
meatured. yourſelf ? eee 


A. Sometimes a nail of a yard ſhort, ſometimes 


two nails ſhort. | 


But none of them were poſiti vely hes unde 
long e e 


A. Some of them were. L _ | 
Q. Of what length were the ſheets that you did 
mealure yourſelf ? | bn ö 
A. Sometimes a full length, ſometimes wanting a 
nail of a yard, at other times two nails perhaps; 
but then, when I came to enquire into the matter, I 
found that it ſhould be ſo; a piece of ſheeting, if it 
runs 40 yards, would make five pair of ſheets, but 
they run 38 and an half, and 39, and 39 and an half; 
they are generally about that length, and then we 
make juſt the ſame ſheets as if they run 40; it is an 
ad vantage to the Hoſpital, and is the method that 
was always adopted by the former Stewards. | 
* it not ſomebody's e to meaſure all 
the ſheets ? | op . 


A. The people in my office meaſure a number of 


them, but not all of them, I dare ſay. 


Q. Whether or not the meaſuration you have taken 
of theſe ſheets was before or after the complaint was 


made by Captain Baillie ? 


A. I have meaſured them ſince the complaint, and 


I have meaſured them before. 3 torts 
Q. Is it your office properly to meaſure this linen? 


A. It is with the Clerk of the Cheque, never with- 
out him. | | | | 


Q. ls it your practice, as well as your office, con- 


ſtantly to meaſure them ? i” i 
A. Yes, we always meaſure ſome ; I hardly ever 


knew it otherwiſe, and I conſtantly attend. 


Q. What is the reaſon, if it is your duty, that you 
don't meaſure them all? | 


A. It is impoſſible for me to meaſure them all, the 


nature of the buſineſs would not admit of it. 

Q. Why is it impoſſible?" _ 24 
A. On account of the quantity of it ; becauſe if 

we were to do buſineſs in that way, there would be a 


need of ten Stewards and ten Clerks. _ 


Q. Would there not be time enough for you and 
the Clerk of the Cheque to take your leiſure, if you 
have not ſufficient time immediately, to meaſure the 
whole number? | 


A. I apprehend it is a thing that could not be ex- 
pected of any Steward, 


ES Is the whole number meaſured by any 
4 5 | 


A. I don't believe they are, indeed I am certain 
they are not. 2 5 3 

Q. Have you always took the meaſure upon the 
—_ of the contractor to be according to the con- 
tract N 

A. No, I meaſure here and there a piece; if I find 
a deficiency of a yard or half a yard, I go farther, 
and meaſure more, and if there is a yard deficient 


Q. Upon what conviction then do you deliver this 
evidence to the houſe? You poſitively aſſert they are 


ciency ? 


— 


n n 5 . | by 


in any one of thoſe pieces, I deduct a yard from every 
one of thoſe pieces I receive. e e 

Q. If from the number of ſheets you have ſpoke 
to, you had found a deficiency of half a yard upon 
every pair of ſheets, ſhould not you have thought it 
worth your while to complain to ſome body of the 
Hoſpital, in order to rectify that abuſe? 

A. Certainly not, theſe ſheets have been delivered 
out of my care a twelve-month. 


Q. If in the meaſuremeat of the ſheets you your- 
ſelf had diſcovered a deficiency, whether you would 
not have thought the Hoſpital greatly defrauded by 
ſuch a deficiency ? 
A. It could not happen in my office.  _ 

Q. But I aſk you if you had diſcovered a defi- 

A. If fo, certainly. 5 
Q. If again, in the meafurement of 388 pair of 
ſheets, you had diſcovered, as the witneſs diſcovered, 
a deficiency of 195 yards, which he has ſworn to 


upon his meaſurement, would not you have thought 


that a fraud too? | 3 
A. Not if it was accounted for ſome other way. 
Q. I aſk you, if upon your meaſurement you had 
found the deficiency ? | . 
A. No doubt of it; if there was a deficiency of 
190 odd yards, there muſt be a fraud ſomewhere. 
Q. Do you know of any complaints being made 
to the Council of a deficiency in the linen ? 
A. None. . 3 
Q. You ſaid the ſheets were delivered out a year 
before they were meaſured ; will not waſhing con- 
tract linen? rele | | : 
A. We muſt make allowances certainly for cutting 
out, we muſt make allowances for hemming, and for 
the ſhrinking in the waſhing. | 
Q. Whether upon the delivery of the ſheets, you 


do or do not apprehend it to be the duty of the 


Steward, before they have been waſhed, to meaſure 
the ſheets, or at leaſt to meaſure ſuch a quantity as 
you think they may be able to do? 

A. If I underſtand the queſtion right, it is, whe- 
ther I meaſured the ſheets before. or after. the waſh- 
ing; I have nothing to do with them after they are 
waſhed, and therefore could not have meaſured them 
after they were waſhed, except what were returned to 
my office. Bs, | 

Q. Whether you underſtand that linen ſhrinks or 
ſtretches by waſhing ? | 

A. I underſtand it ſhrinks by waſhing; I have 

tried the experiment within theſe ſix months. | 
Q. What has been the reſult of the experiment? 
A. I ſaw five yards of ſheeting cut off, the clerk 
took it home, and had it made in his own family, and 
waſhed, and then brought it to my office again; 
upon meaſuring it, we found it had ſhrunk near 
two nails of a yard in one ſheet; now that would 
come out ſomething more upon wearing, I ſhould 
think half a nail, but never near the full length. 

Q. I would aſk you not what you conjecture, but 
whether you made any experiments of meaſuring the 


ſheets, and meaſuring the ſame ſheer, after it had 


been waſhed and wore for a twelvemonth ? 

A. No, I have not. | 

Q. You mentioned, that when a piece of linen 
ran ſomewhat ſhort, that they cut the pair of ſheets 
that were laſt made, ſo ee ſhorter, in order not 
to cut a new pice ? | 


A. We dedu& ſomething from every ſheet, or elſe 
the laſt ſheet would be ſo ſhort, it would not be fic 


for uſe. ' 


Q. How far is your rule to go by, when you find 
a piece ſhort of its meaſure? You ſay forty yards 
ought to make five pair of ſheets ? 

A Yes, | 0 


Q Suppoſe a piece of linen is thirty- nine yards ? 


A. Then we make an allowance accordingly, we 
divide it equally. 5 
Q. Suppoſe it is thirty-eight yards? 


A. We 


En mn 0 u a6 

A. We divide it accordingly ; but if it is only 
thirty-ſeven or thirty-ſeven and an half, fo that we 
think the piece would be too ſhort for uſe, that there 


would be a complaint, we make only ſeven ſheets and 


leave a remnant. N KEE 8 

Q. What is the preciſe rule you y to term 
bs too ſhort, whether it . yards, 
or thirty. ſeven yards and an half? 5 

A. It is left to the judgment of the perſons that 
cut them. | | 

Q. Who are thoſe perſons ? 

A. Two of the Clerks wives have cut them for 
late years before my appointment, and before my 
predeceſſor's, I believe. 

Q. Who are thoſe people? | 

A. My firſt Clerk's wife, and the Clerk of the 
Cheque's wife, I believe cut them all, | 

Q. It is entirely left to their diſcretion, whether 
they chooſe to cut any quantity that may be in a 
piece into five ſheets? : | 

A. My Clerk often applies to me to know my 
opinion; if he has any doubt about matter of that 
kind, he has applied to me to know what I would 
have done in that caſe, and I have given him di- 
rections accordingly. 

Q. I underſtood you to mention two women? 

A. Yes, but under his inſpection. | 

Q. Whoſe ? | 

A. My Clerk's, and under my own when he ap- 


plies to me. 


cretion, or who is it left to, to be determined, what 
quantity ſhall be put into eight ſheets ? | 

A. When we deliver the linen out, I take it down 
in a writing, upon paper, ſo many yards delivered, to 
be made into ſheets ; the Clerk of the Cheque, or his 
Clerk, is preſent, and cheques that account; when 
they are delivered in, we ſee that it anſwers to that 
account, as near as poffibly may be ; we muſt make 
ſome little allowance; if there appears an inch 
in a ſheet ſhort, we ſuppoſe it may be from cutting, 
or ſome fuch thing. 5 

Q. Vou ſay, forty yards is to make eight ſheets; 
is there not any rule by which the number of yards is 
aſcertained, that is to make four pair of ſheets; ſup- 
pole the piece is thirty-ſix, thirty- ſeven, thirty-eight, 


thirty-nine or forty yards, have you any rule when to 


ſtop, ** not to make four pair of ſheets out of the 
iece : 

: A. They know my inſtructions and directions in 
general, which are to make five yards in a ſheet, but 
if the piece runs, ſo as by deducting a little from each 
ſheet, they will make the full number, then it is left 
to them; but upon delivering them into my office, 
if I think they are made too ſhort, I ſend for thoſe 
ena 9m, and give them my directions to cut them 
onger in future. | 
ls the Committee to underſtand, that your 
directions go to theſe people, in caſe there is. a little 
leſs, that you leave that little to their diſcretion, and 
then they are to bring them to you, and you are to 
Judge whether they have uſed that diſcretion properly 
or not? 

A. Certainly ſo, ; 0 

Q. Then are you anſwerable whether they uſe that 
diſcretion properly ? | 

A. Yes, I and the Clerk of the Cheque, 
Q. Then whether you ever heard of thoſe three 
hundred and eighty-eight pair of ſheets being defi- 
cient half a yard in each pair of ſheets ? | 
A. I have read it in Mr. Baillie's charge before the 
Committee, I believe, but never before; I am not fure 
though whether it was not made to the Board of Di- 
rectors upon my repreſenting the matter; how it was 
to the Committee, that he afterwards brought a 
freſh charge before the Board of Ditectors, which was, 
to the beſt of my recollection, heard before the Board, 
and I believe there is a Minute upon it, but I cannot 
recolle& when it was. 


F LORDS 
Q Did you take any pains after this meaſure ment 
ſheets, and have them meaſured again? 


had been made, and you heard of it, to examine theſe 


A. No, I did not. | eee 

Q. Did you have any of the ſhirts meaſuted to 
ſee how they were ? CCF 

A. Yes, when they were returned into my office. 

Q. What do you mean by when they were returned 
into your office? | . 

A. Of late there has been a number of penſioners 
ſerving in his en we yard, and they have wore out 
their linen much more than if they had not been 
employed, and at the end of a ſerving, we have 
had three or four hundred ſhirts returned, which have 


been waſhed and delivered out according to my dif. - 


cretion; I have delivered out four or five hundred 
within this twelvemonth of that kind, and when I 
have taken in the old ones, I have had them mea. 
fured, to ſee if there was that deficiency as complained 
of, and talked about the Hoſpital  _ 

Q. Had you any meaſurement made of thoſe 
ſheets of which the witneſs that has been laft at the 
bar has given an account in his ward? 

A. No, I had not; I have nothing to do with them 


in his ward. 


Q.: Have you meaſured any of the ſheets in the 


Infirmary ? 


A. No. : ; "8 . | 
Q. You ſaid that there were five hundred, I think, 


| 3 | returned into your office; I want you to explain 
Q. Is it left to the women or Clerk's, or your diſ- 


whether you meaſured thoſe ſhirts ? 


A. I meaſured ſome of thote upon being returned 
into my office. W 811-7; 


Q. How did they turn out? 


A. They did not turn out as repreſented Ire. 


marked it to my clerks and people in the office, that 
thoſe ſhirts were what I thought a good length, and 
what one might expect, allowing for making, and 
proper allowances that ought ro be made in my 
opinion. . 


* ſay they did not turn out as repreſented, 
wy ay 355 


om repreſented? _ 
A. By the Lieutenant-Governor Baillie; fo far as 
I thought, they were a good and proper length. 
Q. Did you meaſure thoſe complained of in the 
Infirmary ? | 


A. I did not; I did not know in what part of the 


Hoſpital he had been to meaſure. 


Q. Whether the Contractors are not required to 


deliver in their pieces as near to forty yards as poſlible ? 


A. They are Ruſſia ſheeting, and they generally 


run, I apprehend, about that length; it is not, as they 
are Ruſſia goods, in our power to alter them ; we 
buy them at ſo much a yard, and therefore, when we 
take in the pieces, if they are thirty-ſeven yards, they 
are marked on the outfide, and I meaſure here and 
there a piece, to ſee whether they run the length they 
are marked. 


Q. And would it be impoſſible to have all the 


pieces of that length, if they were required to ſend 
them in of that length ? 
A. I cannot ſpeak to that queſtion ; but I appre- 


hend, as they are made in Ruſſia, that it would not 


be an eaſy matter to do. 


Q. Whether they are not paid according to the 


number of the yards they contain ? 


A. According to the number of yards they contain. 


Q. Then the Hoſpital only pays for thirty-ſeven 
yards, 1 the piece contains no more? | 
Nö ee 4 ö 
QQ By what authority or order is this meaſurement 
ſettled? <4 + tet 
; 3 By a former Steward; it is a method he pro- 


Q. What do you imagine to be the reaſon of there 
being any ſtandard art all ? | 
Al He thought it proper, or elſe we could not 


ſettle our accounts; we ſettle our accounts by that 
ſtandard. 5 


— Don't 


+ 25M 


Q Don't you imagine that ſtandard might be ſettled, 
| becauſe it was a reaſonable ſize to make ſheets of? 
A. Certalaly.....ioom cache n | 
Q. Do you think that ought to be departed from ? 
A. I find Mr. Bell, the Steward who. ſettled that 
account, has varied from it himſelf; for I have a ſheet 
in my poſſeſſion, which has been in the poſſeſſion of 
one of the Matrons a number of years, and I find it 
not longer than thoſe in general made in my time. 
QQ. When you find theſe pieces don't anſwer, where 
would be the great inconvenience of having one ſheet 


reſt according to their ſtandard, rather than to have ſo 
many cut ſhort of the ſtandard ? 1 

A. There is no inconvenience, at leaſt I never 
heard of a complaint of deducting that ſmall quantity, 
and it is an advantage to the Hoſpital, and there 


would be a loſs, if we were to make them exactly of 


a length; there would be a loſs of 15 or 20l. in the 


cloathing, to the Hoſpital. _ | 

Q. Do you imagine that it is a benefit to the Hoſ- 
pital, that the ſtandard ſhould be diminiſhed, to the 
inconvenience of the penſioners ? | 5 rr 
A. Iris neither an inconvenience nor a prejudice to 
the penſioners, I am clear of that, and it is a benefit 
to the Hoſpital. | 2 2 

Q. Thea do you imagine that the ſtandard is too 

great? 5 net bd 
A. No. | 


Q. -Then account for why you think it no incotive- 


nience to the penſioners to have the ſheets ſhorter than * to 35 
A. I believe ſo. 


the ſtandard; and yet you think the ſtandard not 
longer than it ought to be? Y TS 
A. If it was leſs, and a piece was to run over forty 
yards, we ſhould have an overplus; and we could not 
then account for our cloth at all. 
extends, where Captain Baillie complains of the griev- 
ance, you never have taken any meaſurement at all? 
A. In that Ward, I never did as I know. 
Q. Have you heard, that it was uſual to deliver a 


pattern made up of ſheets or of ſhirts, anſwering the 


deſcription that was laid down ; and whether it was or 
was not a very common thing to deviate from that 
pattern ſhirt or ſheet ? | | 
A. There is no pattern of a ſhirt or a ſheet, but 
the ſtandard. 5... | 

Q. They are all made in the houſe? _ 

A. Les; they are made from my Office. 

Q. You ſay it would be impoſſible to go through 
the meaſurement of the whole, without having a great 
many people under you; or do you not think it neceſ- 
ſary to take indiſcriminately the different Wards, and 
to try ſuch a number in each different Ward, to ſee 
whether they anſwered ? 

A. If you underſtand by their being made in the 
houſe, that they are made within the walls of the Hoſ- 
Piral, they are not; there are none, as I know, made 
within the walls. | 

Q. Whether you, or any of the people under you, 
have any perquiſite upon cutting out this linen? 

A. I have none. | 

Q. Nor the people under you? 

A. Nor the Clerks; except their wives that mak 
them are paid ſo much a ſhirt, and ſo much a ſheet. 

Q Are there any remnants allowed to them ? 

A. No; no ſuch thing is admitted in any reſpect. 

Q. The manufacturers of linen in general, I be- 
lieve, allow an over-meaſure to what they ſet down; 
now does a piece, nominally of forty yards, meaſure 
no more than forty yards? 

A. In this caſe it does not; becauſe we don't-eon- 
tract by the piece, but by the yard. 

Q. Bur the perſon that contracts fur this linen, con- 
tracts by the piece? 9 

A. No, by the yard, at ſo much a yard; if a piece 
contains th irty- ſeven or thirty- eight yards, we pay for 
no more than thirty. ſeven or thirty- eight yards. 

Q. But a piece that is ſet down to you as forty 
yards, ſhould meaſure forty-one or forty-two yards ? 


A. There is no allowance made; the contract is for 


were formerly. 


A. In this caſe they charge to à quarter of a yard; 
they charge thirty-ſeven and a quarter, or thirty- ſeven 


and three-quarters. 


Q. They always allow a piece; a thumb as they 
77 * * a8 


ſo much a yard; if we contracted by the piece, then, 


in moſt pieces of linen, there is an allowance of ihree- 
quarters of a yard, or a yard over; but as we contract 
by the yard, they meaſure to half a yard, or to a quar- 
ter of a yard. | 

pieced ? Or would not that be more likely to keep tae - 


Q The Contractor buys it of the] linen-draper by 


the piece; then, of courſ, he ſhould ferve his con- 


tract with the pieces as he pays for them; and if he 
pays for but forty yards when he has forty-one, he 


ſhould charge but forty. 


a yard, or a quarter of a yard; 1 
Q Whether you recollect your having ſaid, that 


they contracted by the piece; that ſometimes tbe 
piece ran thirty-leven and ſometimes forty yards? 


My reaſon for aſking this queſtion is, to fix it that 


the contract is made by the piece. 


A. No, it is not; and your Lordſhip miſunder- 


5 ſtood me. 


[ Mr. Godby withdrew. 
Mr. MAULE called in. 


preſent ? 
Q. What reaſon have you to think that they are > 
A. I have known the Hoſpital a great many years, 
and, till very lately, I never heard of a complaint at 


55 | all of the kind. 
Q. You have, Ithink, ſaid, that as far as the Ward 


Q. What reaſon have you to think that they are 
not ſhorter than they were formerly e? 7% 

A. I don't know that they are ſhorter than they 

Q. Did you never hear a complaint of the kind ? 
A. Not till very lately z and though there is an 
eſtabliſhed quantity for each ſheet, it has not been the 
cuſtom ro make them ſo, if the pieces of cloth did 


not run in proportion to the number that each piece 


ſhould make; and I believe that has always been the 
cuſtom, ſince the Hoſpital was firſt eſtabliſhed. 


Q. Are the pieces of linen not always of the ſame 


length? | | 

A. They run from thirty - ſeven to thirty-ſeven and 
a half, thirty-eight and ſo on to thirty-nine and half; 
very ſeldom to forty. | 


ou ſeldom find any pieces of the full length? 
A. Very ſeldom. | 


Q. Do you ſpeak from your certain knowledge, 
that the ſheets are not now ſhorter than they were 


before ? | | 
A. I don't fay that they are at preſent. 
Q. You fay they are not ſhorter now; whether 
they were not ſhorter before the complaint was made 
by Captain Baillle? + 

A. I believe they are now, as they have been made 
for many years paſt. 

Q. Do you ſpeak from your certain knowledge that 
the ſheets are now no ſhorter than they were before ? 

A. I never heard till very lately, as I ſaid before, 
that the ſheets were ſhorter now than they were 
formerly. 


Q. Anſwer that queſtion directly; do you know 


of your own knowledge, that the ſheets are now of the 


ſome length as they were before ? 
A. All that have come within my knowledge. 
Q. How many have come within your knowledge ? 
A. A great many. 
Q. How many ? 
A. I ſuppoſe one hundred pair or more. 
Q. Out of how many? 
A. Some thouſands. 
Q. How many thouſands ? 
A. Very likely three or four thouſand. 
S Fo 


Q. How 


A. It has always been cuſtomary to charge to half 


Q. Whether the ſheets are of the right length at 
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O. How many hundred pair, out of theſe three or 


| four thouſand, have you meaſured ? 


A. I ſuppoſe an hundred pair I have ſeen meaſured. 
And were thoſe equal to the ſtandard? . 
& I have already told your Lordſhips, that I never 


knew that they were to the ſtandard: 


Q What rule have you to go by to ſay, that in 


former times the ſheets were ſhorter than the ſtand- 
| ard ? By how much were they ſhorter ? 


A. I cannot ſpeak particularly to that; but 1 do, 


from my own knowledge, know that the ſheets were 
formerly made as they are now, and in the ſame man- 


ner, and by the ſame people. 
Q. You ſay they were ſhorter; but don't know by 


how much; I deſire you will ſav then, how you can 


poſſibly know that the preſent ſheets are not ſhorter 
than thoſe were ? 


A. I faid, at the ſame time, that though it was a 
nominal thing that the ſheets were to conſiſt of five 
yards, yet [ believe they never were of that quantity. 


Q. By how much were they ſhorter ? . 
A. I cannot particularly fyp 
Q. If you don't know by how much they wete 


| ſhorter, how can you poſſibly. ſay, that you don't 
know that t they” are now ſhorter than they were 
then? 


A. I never heard a complaint. 
Q. That is not the queſtion; you ſay, that from 
your knowledge, the hundred ſheets you meaſured 


. were the ſame length as thoſe before; now you ſay, 


you don't know the exact length of thoſe before; 
how then can you know that theſe are of the ſame 
meaſure ? © 

A. I have meaſured them frequently Fdrmerly, 


\ when I was a Clerk in the Clerk of the Cheque's 


Office ; 3 and I have ſeen them meaſured fince I have 
been in the preſent Office, and fince I have been 
Clerk of the Cheque myſelf I have ofter. feen them 
meaſured, and 1 don't know that there is any diffe- 
rence between hate made formerly and thoſe made 
now. 
When you meaſured the ſheets formerly, of 
what length were they ? 
A. I believe ſhort a quarter of a yard * I have 
ſeen them ſo very often. 
Q. You ſaid you meaſured them; you are to denk 
to a fact, not upon belief; have you taken any ac- 


count of how much, upon an average, a certain quan- 


tity of ſheets meaſured ? 

A. I have not; but it occurs to my memory that 
they have been a quarter of a yard in a ſheet ſhort 
a 

Q. Have you meaſured any number of ſheets lat- 
terly ? 

A. I have ſeen a great many meaſured lately. 

Q. Have you made any computation, and caft 
it into an average, to ſee how much they were ſhort ? 

A. No; but J apprehend they were not more than 
that ſhort; none that I have meaſured have been 
more than that ſhort. 

Q. Are the Committee to e e you, chat 
when you ſay they are not ſhorter, it is from a gene- 
ral ſuppoſition, and not from any calculation or 'mea- 
ſurement ? 

A. I have ſeen a great many meaſured lately, and 
ſeldom any of them have exceeded that of being a 
quarter of a yard ſhort. 

Q. Have you made any computation upon any 
number, to ſay that ſuch a number produce ſo much, 
and upon an average they were ſo much ſhorter ? 

A. No, I have not. 

Q Are the Committee to underſtand you that you 
ſpeak from conjecture, and not from meaſurement ? 

A. I have ſeen a great many meaſured. 

Q. Can you ſpeak to any certain number that you 
have ſeen meaſured, that do all of them come within 
a quarter of a yard exactly, ar nearly? 

Q. No; I have only ſeen here or there ſome mea- 
ſured when a quantity have been delivered in. 


H _ 


number ftom whence you have made an average? 


enough for the beds? 


| complained of ? 
ſtandard meaſure you go by? 


it is a mere nominal thing that they ſhould conſiſt of 


meaſured any. 


has been thirty years in that employ, and I looked 


that bulineſs ? 


| Infirmary, and as I underſtand, the late Lieutenant- 


As there are four breadths in a pair of ſheets, this makes a deficiency of five thouſan d yards in ſo many pair, which are in the 


F + 507R D 8. 


Q. Then do you ſpeak from your judgment of 
the meaſurement of one; or two, or three pair of 
ſheets, but not from the meaſurement of any large 


A. No; I have never meaſured any large number. 
Q. Lord Cheſterfield. Whether the ſheers are = : 


A. I think they are. 2 

. Do you know whether chey are or not > 
A ſay, I think they are. 
Q. In that Ward particularly that Captain "TOY 


A: No; I ſpeak of the whole Houſe in general. 
Q. You ſay the ſheets are nominally five yards 
have you no pattern ſheet to go by; what is the 


A. I don't know that there is any pattern ſheet: 
Q. Is there no ſtandard to go by? _ 
A. No; it has been looked upon to be five yards; 


five yards 
Q. Do you underſtand a ſtandard rule is to be a 
mere nominal thing, and never to be adhered to ? 
A. 1 ſpeak, that it has been cuſtomary 1 in the cut- 
ting up the cloth. 
Q. The ſtandard is two yards and an half long ? 
A. Yes. 
What length are the ſheets now cutting up? 
A1 really don't know, _ 
Q o you keep up to your ſtandard of two yards 
and a half? Have you eee them? 
A. 1 have not. 
Q. Have you meaſured none of them ? 
A. Not very lately. 
Q. How lately ſince you meaſured any? 
A. It is a twelve-month ago, I believe, ſince 1 


Q. And are there none at this time making ? 

A. Yes, there are. 

Q. How came you not to meaſure them? Is i it not 
in your Office ? 

A. I have not been vey 
enjoy ; the firſt Clerk in t 


in the Office that I now 
e Office that I preſide ar 


upon him to be a better judge than I am, with re- 
gard to all them matters. 
Q. Therefore you leave it to your Clerk to o do all 


A. Only ſome bender parts of it. 

Q. What length were thofe ſheers when a com- 
plaint was made about them? Did you meaſure them 
then? | 

A. The fibers were not in the cuſtody of any 
body, but were delivered out; they were in the 


Governor ſent to the Infirmary in an odd manner, 
and got thoſe ſheets and meaſured them; it was not 
known to any of the Officers of the Hoſpital thac 
thoſe ſheets were meaſured ar all. 

Q. What was the meaſure of them then? 

A. I don't know. 

. How much leſs than the ſtandard ? 
| A I don't know that. 
Q. You was not then Clerk of the C heque, I ſuppoſe? 

A. I have been a long time at ſea. 

Q. How long have you been Clerk of the Cheque ? 

A. Since May, 1776. 

Q. That was before this complaint, underſtand? 
. Tes. 

Q. As it was in your Office, you certainly mea- 
ſured them a year ago? 

A. I ſaw a great number of them meaſured at the 
Steward's Office; they were meaſured there. 

Q. What did they meaſure a year ago? Did they 
come up to the ſtandard of two yards and an half in 
1 ? 

. I have ſaid before, I have found them to be a 
1 4 of a yard ſhort of what is commonly eſteem- 
ed the ſtandard. 
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Q. My 


P 


x6 v8 E © 


| ©. My queſtion to you was this, what did they 


meaſure a year ago? You ſaid you meaſured- them 
a year | | 
two yards and an halt long, and five yards to the 
ſheer, at that time. 1 2 By | 

A. No; I have told your Lordſhips before, that 
ſeveral 1 meaſured a year ago were a quarter of a yard 
ſhort, and I believe that was owing to the ſhrinking 
of the linen. FR 4 8 9 5 | 

I underſtood that you were to meaſure thoſe 

ſheers before they were made up; we have juſt been 
told that was the time of meaſuring them, and not 
afterwards ; when did you meaſure them? 

A. After they were returned made. 
Q. And waſhed? | 0 

A. No. . 

Q. Then how could they ſhrink ſo much? 

A. It was after they were brought home made, 
and not waſned. It | i 

And then they were a quarter of a yard ſhort? 
A. I obſerved ſeveral of them a quarter of a yard 
ſhort, as I mentioned to your Lordſhips before. 


Q. And did not you try to redreſs this becauſe * 


came into your Office? 25 
A. No; it has been the practice of the Hoſpital, 
as far as I can remember, and ever heard, with regard 
to the quantity of linen that each piece contained, 
that the ſheets were calculated ſo as to cauſe the 
| ſhortneſs now complained of. „„ 
Q. Whether you have any reaſon to believe that 
the meaſurement that Mr. Field made, was not a fair 
meaſurement? | 
A. I believe a fair one. = 
| | [Mr. Maule withdrew. 


Captain BAILLIE called in again. 

Q. Whether you made any complaint at any time 
of the ſituation of the Taylors ſhop being ſuch, as 
to be likely to occaſion fire in Greenwich Hoſpital ? 

A. About laſt January was twelve months, there 
was a propoſal from a Taylor to take the Hoſpital. 
Contract, upon ſome information he had received 
that the Contractor was in a bad ſtate of health, and 
wiſhed to decline; there was a circular letter ſent, 
I believe, to all the Directors of the Hoſpital upon 
that occafion z amongſt the reſt J had one, and ſome 
time after that a public letter appeared at the Board 
from a contracting Taylor, making a tender to the 
Board in conſequence of the information he had re- 
ceived of the ill ſtate of health of the former Con- 
tractor; the matter was then only talked of at the 
Board of Directors, for the former Contractor had 
no intention it ſeemed to reſign. I gave my opi- 
nion to the Board of Directors, that there was dan- 
ger of fire from the Taylors ſnop in the Hoſpital, 
where I thought there was a ſcene of drunkenneſs 
and diſſipation ; the Taylors were permitted to ſell 
drams, and they kept a kind of ſuttling-houſe in the 
Hoſpital; I pointed out the danger of fire, and 
when the Committee ſat in the Hoſpital to enquire 
into the grounds of the ſeveral charges, they paid 
not the leaſt attention to that matter, no more 
than they did to many others. 

Q. Whether you gave information to any ſet of 
men, that there was danger of fire from the practice 
of the Taylors in the Hoſpital ? 

A. I mentioned it when the Contractor made pro- 
poſals; I objected then; I ſaid I thought it an im- 
proper place for the 1 aylors to work in; that there 
was danger from fire, ſaying, it would be a more 
eligible mode to buy the cloaths ready made, and 
=g ſerve them out as Purſers do in his Majeſty's 

IPs. | 

Q Did you object to the Taylors working in the 

Place they did work in ? 
A. I did. : 
Q. You repreſented that there was danger of fire 


light? 


ago. Did they come up to the ſtandard of 


from the Taylors working where they did by candle 


. 
A. I did, to the Board of Directors, and 
it out afterwards in my complaint. | 
Q. Do you know any thing of the fire that lately 
happened in Greenwich Hoſpital? © _ 
A. I knew nothing of it till in the morning I was 
going to London; at eight o'clock I heard there 
was a fire in Greenwich Hoſpital: _ L 
| Q. Is there any perſon here that can 
account where that fire began? _ 
A. I ſhould think it the duty of the Captain and 
Lieutenant of the Week to know ſomething about 
It; 


67 


pointed 


give an 


8 Q. Who were the Captain and Lieutenant of the 


Week ? | 

A. I was out of Office then; I have heard that 
Lieutenant Kerr was Lieutenant of the Week. 

Q. Why do you think that place particularly im- 
proper for the Taylors to have worked in ? f 
A. Becauſe it is a great way from the Officers to 
viſit that Ward, and it incumbered the Hoſpital 
very much, and took up the place of a great num- 
ber of penſioners; I thought it would be better ap- 
plied in having cabins for penſioners; that Ward is 
not under the care of the Officers; the Steward has 
the direction and management of the Taylors ſhop, 
and it is ſcarcely ever viſited by the Officers of the 
Hoſpital; your Lordſhips will find it was imme- 
diately over the Chapel. | 

Q. Was your objection to the danger of fire, 
becauſe the Taylors were not under the inſpection of 


the Officers? | 


A. That Ward was always locked.up at night; if 
the Officers or Guard go their rounds there, they 
can't get in; it is locked up, and the key is under 
the care of the Steward and Taylor, and theſe peo- 
ple. | 

; Q. I underſtood you objected to it, becauſe the 
Taylors fold drams, and kept a kind of ſuttling- 
houſe ? 9985 . 

A. I did not object to it particularly upon that 
account, becauſe till after the fire I did not know 
that circumſtance ; it came out then. 

Q. What was the reaſon of your objecting to it 
at that time ? | | 

A. It was when the contracting 
offer. | 
Q. Why did you think it likely that fire ſhould 
take place there ? | ne | 

A. Becauſe it was never viſited at nights by the 
Guard of the Hoſpital ; the Patrole never viſited it 
they never could get into that Ward. 

Q. Do you apprehend the fire began in the 
Taylors room ? | 9 

A. I have every reaſon to believe ſo, from what 
has tranſpired in the Hoſpital. 4; 

Q. Have you ſeen any of the examinations that 
were taken before Sir John Fielding ? 

A. I never ſaw any of the examinations; but I 
have great reaſon to believe that neither the Captain 
nor Lieutenant of the Week were called upon on that 
occaſion ; it ſeemed to me to be rather a partial 
enquiry. - | | 

Q. It was upon oath, therefore what reaſon could 
you have for thinking ſo ? | 

A. I did not hear that any body was examined 
upon oath ; I was out of Office, and I was not called 
upon; the Captain and Lieutenant of the Week 
were the proper Officers; the Houſe will hear whe- 
ther all the Commiſſioned Officers were examined 
or not. f 

Q. Is that the only reaſon you have for thinking 
it a partial enquiry, that you have not heard they 
were examined upon oath? 

A. 1 did not hear that the Commiſſioned Officers, 
whoſe duty it was to know ſomething about it, were 
all examined. | 

Q. Was that the only reaſon for your thinking it 
a partial enquiry ? 

A. I don't know of any other reaſon. 

| Captain Baillie witharew. 
Lieutenant 


Taylor made an 
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Lieutenant KERR called in. 


Q. Inform the Committee of what you know re- 
ſpecting the fire that happened in Greenwich Hoſpi- 
tal. Do you know where it hegan? 

A. Upon my word I am incapable to tell where it 
began. In the morning, about a quarter before five, 
when I happened to be in bed with my wife, and 
the Royal Charlotte ward is directly over me, which 
has a paſſage down from where the fire began, or 


near to it, I heard people running backward and 


forward ; I thought it had been the boys running. as 
uſual, at ſix in the morning to go to ſchool ; ſoon 


after 1 heard that the Taylors ſhop was on fire; 1 


jumped out of bed, put on my cloaths, and went up 
to the place, where I found a great deal of ſmoke in 
the Duke of York's ward; they told me there, that 
the Taylors ſhop was on fire; I went up cloſe to it, 
and found a prodigious deal of ſmoke; I was aſked 
by one of them if I had an hatchet; I ran down and 


brought up a broad axe to break the door; I gave it 


to a man, and then ran to get open the two great re- 
ſervoirs of water, . and I ordered. the water to be 
thrown on the floor, hoping it was an accidental local 
fire in the ward; in about ten minutes after I found 


they had broke open a place on the left ſide of the 
ſteps going up to the Taylors ſhop z I looked down, 
and ſaw a ſmall fire, not blazing up, but as if it had 
been continued for ſome time. They broke open 

the door. The boy and the man gave their evidence 

to Sir John Ficlding—how they gave their evidence, 
God only knows—they faid— _ 


Q. The Committee don't want to know what they 
ſaid. What did you ſee ? 


A. What I ſaw was only that there was a fire at 


the left ſide of the ſteps a going up; hen it broke 
through, we could not get at the water; I gave the 
Clerk of the Cheque's Clerk the axe to cut open the 


doors to get at the reſervoirs of water; I went to 
the King's, the uppermoſt ward; then I went down 
to the Townſend; and then to the Prince of Wales's 
ward: Captain Allwright went with me to ſce if there 
was any fire in the nurſes ward, or in the apartments 
that were under theſe apartments; there was none ; 


1 put my cheek to the ſide of the place, and ſaid, 


here is the fire, I feel the heat ſtrike to me: I ran 


up again to the wards above me and found the fire. 


To. the beſt of my knowledge, and the judgment 
] can give of the affair, it was in the Taylors ſhop 
that the fire began. | | 
Q. Was you the Officer of the Week ? 
A. Fes. 
Q. To what extent did this fire go? 
A. To a very unfortunate extent indeed; beyond 
the expectation of mankind ; beyond what any man 


acquainted with Greenwich Hoſpital ever could 


conceive. | FF 
Q. How many penſioners were burnt out? 


© A. ] believe not above three hundred, or about 
three hundred and twenty or three hundred and. 


tuirty ; 1 can't aſcertain the exact number; but J 
don't believe more than that. | "x 
Q. Have you any gueſs of the extent of the damage, 


to what amount it will require to repair it? 


A. I am no judge of any ſuch thing. 

Q. Was there a great deal of furniture loſt ? 

A. I don't know what furniture might be loſt by 
the indiſcretion of the people who were ſent from the 
different yards; more damage was done, than what 
the fire did if they would have taken advice, there 
would not have been ſo much damage done ; many 


wards were damaged that were not damaged by the 


fre. 

Q. Whether you did ever apprehend, or declare 
your apprehenſions of a fear of fire in that particular 
part where the fire happened, before it did happen? 

A. There was a man brought to the Council; I 
being Licutenant of the Week, our nurſes complain- 


” LORDS 


ed to me that a man had a candle in his:cabin\ when. 


I came to enquire into it, I found the man was guilty 
of the fault; he had no right, at any time, ta have 
a candle in his cabin; the nurſe took the candle out, 
and he ſtruck her; the man made frivolous excuſes 


to me; I inſiſted upon it that it ſhould be brought to 


Council; I ſent. down to Captain Chads, who was 
the Captain of the Week, and bid him put it upon 
the liſt of the complaints; I faid I would never for- 
give a candle's being in a cabin at an unuſual time; 


the man came, and aſked me to forgive it; I ſaid if ] 


did, I hoped God would never forgive me; it was 
brought to Council, and he was puniſhed 3 I wiſhed 
him to have had three months, or two months ar 
leaſt, but he had only a month's puniſhment; 1 
begged the Council would give orders to the Boat- 
ſwains to prevent the irregularity of the-penſioners 
having lights in their cabins; for if any accident hap. 
pened, I was afraid it would be from the Duke of 
York's ward, for they were irregular, drunken, tur- 
bulent, troubleſome people; and this was all I did 
ſay ; but with no further intention, wiſhing the 
Council would concur with what I had fail. 

QI I underſtood you right, you ſaid that before 
the fire happened, you was apprehenſive that that 
was a likely part for a fire to happen in; and you 
had made a complaint -I wiſh to follow that queſtion 
a little farther· Who were the perſons you made the 
complaint to ? Ke Ergo won | 

A. It was in Council I made the complaint. 
Q. Who compoſed that Council? 5 5: 
A. It was the Common-Council of the Hoſpital ; 


I believe the Lieutenant-Governor and Captain Lynn 


were there, and ſeveral Captains; I cannot aſcertain 
immediately that; but all my meaning was no more 


than wiſhing the concurrence of the Council to ſup- 


port me in my duty as a Lieutenant, having a large 
and extenſive diviſion under my care, that they would 
give an order, which would be more circumſtantial 
than mine, as an individual Officer; I neither meant, 
nor thought, nor wiſhed no other. 50 


Q. Whether you was apprehenſive: that a fire 


might happen in that place, and made your com- 


Plaint to the Council? You named the Lieutenant- 


Governor as one of that Council---Was the appre- 
henſion of the fear of fire in that place ſuggeſted by 
you .to the Lieutenant-Governor or by the Lieute- 


nant-Governor to you? 


A. I meant it in general, that I would wiſh to be 
ſupported, as I had given orders that there ſhould be 


no lights; I meant no other, than that my orders 


ſhould be enforced. 


Q. Was you ever examined by Sir John Fielding? 


A. I was. | | 
Q. You ſaid that there were about three hundred 


penſioners burnt out; how long was it before there 


were lodgings for them again ? | 
A. I believe if the men would have come in, if 


they had not availed themſelves of wiſhing to lie out, 


they might have been accommodated the very night 
the fire was : I believe I could have accommodated 
them myſelf, if I had been left to do it; and | believe 


every Officer in the Hoſpital, to the utmoſt of their 


power, took every method to accommodate them. 

Q. You was examined, you ſay, before Sir John 
Fielding ? | 

A. Yes. | 4 1 

Q. Did it appear, upon that examination, that 
the 5 broke out firſt in the room where the Taylors 
were ? | 


A. I can only anſwer for what I ſaid myſelf; 1 


was not preſent; I believe it was very evident to 


every body, to the beſt of my knowledge, that it 
broke out there, and there only. | 

Q. Who was the Lieutenant- Governor at the time 

* mentioned to the Council your apprehenſions of 

re? | 

A. Lieutenant- Governor Mapleſden. 

Lieutenant Kerr withdrew. 

| Lieutenant 
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nous RE Or LORD Ss. 


Lieutenant SMITH called in. 


* 


— 


Q. Was you at Greenwich Hoſpital at the time 


the fire began? 
A. I was not---I was in town. 
Qi. How ſoon was you at the Hoſpital ? 


A I believe about noon ; the damage was moſtly . 


over by the time I came. 


began? | 

3 to forming any notion where it began, I 
certainly could not; though I did ſay (I don't know 
whether I have any foundation for it or not) that I 
imagined it broke out at the veſtry. | oe 


¶ Lieutenant Smith withdrew. 


Tueſday, April 20th, at half paſt three o'clock. 
| _ Captain BAILLIE called im. 
Q Whether you know any. thing of the method 
in which the linen is cut out in Greenwich Hoſpital ? 


A. Do you ſpeak of ſheets or ſhirts? 
Q. The ſheeting. | 


v 


A. A piece of ſheeting. is generally cut into ſixteen 5 
lengths; to make eight ſheets ; each length ought to 


conſiſt of two yards and an half; a piece of Ruſſia 


ſheeting generally contains thirty-ſeven yards and an 


half; that being cut into ſixteen. lengths, does not 
run to the ſtandard of the Hoſpital; inſtead of ſix- 
teen lengths it ought to be cut into fifteen only; by 
which-means two pieces will make fifteen ſheets ; and 
by cutting four pieces in that manner, they will 
make exactly fifteen pair of ſheets z inſtead of which 


the practice is, to cut four pieces into fixteen pair of 
ſheets, by which means there is a pair of ſheets more 
than there ought to be by the eſtabliſhment.—lr has 
likewiſe been the practice of the butcher's ſervant to 


reduce each man's pound of meat to fourteen ounces, 
for which he was tranſported. f 


Q. Whether the pieces of linen in general run 


thirty-ſeven yards and an half? 


A. They are bought for thirty ells, that is exactly 


thirty-ſeven yards and an half; and if you ſearch 


Cheapſide, from one end to the other, I believe it 


will be found to be the length? 


Q. With regard to the men's ſhirts, whether they 


have been delivered according to the ſtandard ? 

A. I believe not Three yards and an half is the 
ſtandard for every ſhirt in Greenwich Hoſpital—— 
Throughout the Hoſpital, I will venture to ſay, 
they run but about three yards and a quarter; for 
the large men they generally allow three yards. and 
three quarters. There is a gentleman I have ſeen 
here to-day, who is a draper, he can tell the exact 
length of the pieces | 

- Q. What is his name ? | 


A. His name is Price; I do not know his Chriſtian 


name, for I never ſaw him before. I es 
(Captain Baillie withdrew. 


The Duke of Richmond then moved, that the 
Houſe be reſumed ; and a ſhort debate enſued upon 
the propriety of Mr. Price giving evidence, as he 
had not been ſummoned. | | 

Reſolved, That Mr. Price might be admitted to 
give evidence.---Mr. Price was therefore called, and 
tworn at the bar.---The Houſe being again reſolved 
into a Committee. . 8 5 

Q. What is your name? 

A. Edward Price. 

Q. Where do you live ? E fn) 
A. I hive in Blackmoor-ſtreet, Clare - market. 
Q. Are you a linen-draper ? | 
A. I am. . 

Q. Do you deal in Ruſſia linen? 

A. Ido. ; 


upon an ave 


Q. Have you any reaſon to know where the fire 
? | 702 | | 


Mr. Godby, in the latter end of p. 64, in anſwer to the preceding queſtion, ſwears the Ruſſia cloth runs generally about 40 yards, 


669 
Q. What a0 are pieces of Rullia ſheeting, 
rage? 1 . 5 
A. The fabric is thirty ells, or thirty - ſeven yards 
and an half * each piece, ſeldom more or leſs. | 
50 [Mr. Price withdrew. 


Captain BAILLIE called in again. 


Q. Whether there were any proceedings againſt ' 

you, in Weſtminſter-hall, for a libel ? $ 
A. There were fix informations moved againſt me, 

in the Court of King's Bench, for the memorial I drew 


up of the ſtate of Greenwich Hoſpital; it was in the 


name of the Directors and others of Greenwich Hoſpital. 

Q. What were the names in which the informa- 
tions were brought? | | 

A. In the name of Mr, Hicks, the Sixpenny Re- 
ceiver; Mr, Stuart, the Surveyor of the Hoſpital ; 
and the Rev. Mr. Cooke; as Directors. After that, 
my Lords, they were conſolidated into one or more 
informations; and there was the Secretary, Mr. Ib- 
betſon; the Clerk of the Works, Mr. Mylne; Mr. 
Stuart, the Surveyor of the Hoſpital ; and Mr. 
Godby, the Steward ; in their ſeparate capacities. 

Q. Do you mean actions or informations? 

A. Actions. They moved for rules, in the King's 
Bench, to ſhew cauſe why an information or informa- 
tions ſhould not be granted againſt me for a libel. 

QQ. Is your Solicitor here? | 

A. No. | 

Q. Do 
actions? | | 

A. Motions for informations; it is my want of 
knowledge of the technical terms of the law made 
me expreſs myſelf ſo. e N 

Q. Do you expect your Attorney here to-day? 

A. He has attended conſtantly till to-day. 

-Q Who carried on the buſineſs on the other ſide ? 

A. The Solicitor of Greenwich Hoſpital, Mr. 

Evereſt. TN $A „ 


you mean motions for informations or 


[Captain Baillie withdrew. 
Mr. EVEREST called in. 


Q. 1 beg to know whether you carried on any 
proſecution againſt Mr. Baillie, in Weſtminſter-hall? 
r | | 
Q. Of what nature; and at whoſe ſuit? 

A. I was employed by ſeveral individuals at the 


. Hoſpital to proſecute Captain Baillie for a libel; they 


were, Mr. Hicks, Mr. Stuart, Mr. Ibbetſon, Mr. 
Mylne, and Mr. Godby, on their ſeparate and pri- 
vate accounts: it was ſome time before I reccived 
any farther orders; I think, at laſt, the Committee 
of Enquiry on Captain Baillie's book, called me in, 
and I received orders from the Directors to take the 
neceſſary ſteps, on their part, to proſecute Captain 
Baillie. ; DE | 3 

Q. When you was called in by this Committee, 
did they direct you to proſecute Captain Baillie in · 
their name, as a Committee, or as a Court of Di- 


rectors, or a General Court? 


A. I underſtood I was to take the neceſſary ſteps 


on the part of the Directors; the neceſſary aflidavits 


were prepared, and the rule made, to ſhew cauſe 
why informations ſhould not be filed. | 

A. In the name of any perſon, individually, or 
by the Court of Directors? | 

A. I firſt received orders from individuals, and 
then at the Committee of Enquiry... . 

Q. When you did move to ſhew cauſe, did you 
do it in the name of any perſon, individually, or on 
the part of the Board of Directors? | | 

A. One in the name of the Court of Directors; 
the others on the part of the individuals I have men- 
tioned, The rule was, why an information. or in- 


| formations ſhould not be filed; I believe an infor- 


mation only was intended to be ſupported, 


Q. At 


70 r 
Q At Whoſe expence was that carried on? 
A. The expence has not been paid; Captain Bail- 

Ne's expences have been paid out of the pocket of Mr. 

Stuart, Mr. Hicks, Mr. Godby, and Mr. Cooke; 

Q. Your part of the buſineſs, at whoſe expence 

was that carried on ? | 

A. 1 conceive that I am to be 

viduals that employed me. | 

Q. Was there any thing about who was to pay 
it? 

A. I wrote to the Board of Directors, the 15th of 
October, | think it was. I was called upon, and 
aſked if I looked to the Hoſpital for payment; I was 
told I was not to look to the Hoſpital for payment, 
but to the individuals that employed me. | 

lr. Evereſt witharew, 


Mr. LEFEVRE called in. "Y 
Q. I beg he may be aſked, whether he knows any 


paid | by the indi- 


thing of proſecutions carried on againſt Mr, Baillie, 


or any ſteps taken to engage perſons to carry on thoſe 
proſecutions ? | | = 

A. I will begin, if your Lordſhips pleaſe, and re- 
late the whole. About the 8th or gth of January, I 


was in company with the Reverend Mr. Cooke, Who 


read to me a part of a letter he ſaid he had received 
from the Steward of the Hoſpital, the contents were, 
That the contracting butchers were caſt for the ſe- 


veral frauds they had been accuſed of at Guildhall ; 


and after the trial was over, the ſaid Steward, and 
the reſt of his friends, which I ſuppoſe were the land- 


men, enjoyed themſelves with a very good dinner, 


and a bottle of good wine, while the Lieutenant- 
Governor and his party ſneaked off like a parcel of 
dirty dogs. 
Here a 
witneſs ſhould be permitted to proceed in his narra- 


tive, or anſwer to ſuch queſtions as might be pro- 


pounded, Agreed that he ſhould confine himſelf to 
_ anſwers only—Witneſs called in. 

Q. I defire Mr. Lefevre will anſwer what he 
knows relating to ſteps taken to induce perſons to bring 
about theſe proſecutions againſt Captain Baillie ? 

A. As to what could induce them, it is impoſſible 
for me to ſay. | 


' Q. If Mr. Lefevre will be ſo good as to anſwer 


what ſteps he is acquainted with which were taken 
to induce any gentlemen to profecute Captain Bail- 
he ? N | 
A. I ſhould ſuppoſe they did it merely from dif- 
like ro Captain Baillie, | 8855 
Q. Had you any converſations with Mr. Cooke 
relative to any proſecutions againſt Captain Baillie? 
A. I was going to that; I was going to mention 
it as it was told me by the Reverend Mr. Cooke; 1 
was going to relate from the beginning of Mr. 
Cooke's diſcourſe to the end. CEE 
Q. The only thing wanted is, that you will relate 
that part that concerns an attempt to induce any body 

to profecute Captain Baillie ? 80 

A. I recollect, after Captain Baillie's book came 
out, Mr. Cooke informed me, that Lord Sandwich 
had ſaid, that any perſon that ſnould be ſeen to keep 
company with Captain Baillie, ſhould have a ſtop 
put to his preferment for ever. „„ 

Mr. Lefevre interrupted by feveral noble Lords, and 
ordered to withdraw. | | 


While the witneſs, Mr. Lefevre, was giving his 
teſtimony, Lord Denbigh, who ſat juſt within the 
bar, near the witneſs, faid, in a low voice, two or 
three times to him, that he ſhould confine himſelf 
to the qreſtion; if he did not, he mult interrupt 
him. The witneſs not attending'immediately to what 
his Lordſhip ſaid, he roſe to object to receiving any 
Kind of evidence, but what contained an anſwer to 
the queſtion put by the Houle. Le 


ſhort converfation took place, whether the 


EDR D &. 
The Duke of Richmond roſe to complaiſt of ths 
very diſorderly conduct of the noble Lord, who went 
down to the bar, and endeayoured to intimidate a 
witneſs delivering his teſtimony upon oath. - | 

Lord Denbigh acknowledged, that he told the 
witneſs that he would interrupt him, if he deviated 
from the queſtion, ns ER ant, $00 Ba 

| The Duke of Richmond replied, that it was 
highly improper and indecent, to offer to dire& a 
witneſs, and intimidate him, by holding a private 
converſation with him; that no noble Lord had a 
right to put a queſtion, as an individual, to any per- 
ſon under examination at the Bar; and, if the noble 
Lord did not deſiſt; and immediately retract, he 
would, for the honour of the houſe, and the order 
and decency of their Lordſhips proceedings, frame 
a queſtion, and take the ſenſe of the houſe upon it. 

After a warm altercation between the two noble 
Lords, and ſeveral dite& contradictions, in which 
the Duke of Richmond affirmed poſitively, that the 
noble Lord had endeavoured to intimidate the wit- 
neſs ; and, from what he ſaid in his defence, had con- 
feſſed the diſorderly conduct imputed to him. 

The Lord Chancellor roſe, and ſaid it was very 
true, that every queſtion ſhould- come through 
the medium of the Chair; that that form was, how- 
ever, frequently diſpenſed with, for the greater diſ- 
patch of buſineſs; but if the noble Duke inſiſted 
2 adhering to ſtrièt order, he was certainly 
right. | | | | 

Lord Denbigh ſaid, that was what he meant to 
do; that it was permitted every day; and that fo far 
from intimidating, he only wiſhed to prevent trouble. 

The Duke of Richmond replied, the queſtion ſtated 
by the noble and learned Lord, and the noble Earl 
who ſpoke laſt, was very different to the ſpecies of 
diſorder he complained of.—When a noble Lord pro- 
pounds a queſtion, 'in the manner deſcribed, he did 
it openly, and with an audible voice, 1o that every 
Lord preſent might hear it. It 'was never therefore 
imagined, that becauſe the queſtion was directly an- 
ſwered from-the Bar, that, diſpenſing with the right- 
orders of the Houſe, in not inſiſting to have the queſ- 
tion again repeated from the Chair, or the Wool- 
ſack, left any. noble Lord at liberty to go down to 
the Bar, to hold a private converſation with a wit- 
neſs, in order to intimidate him. „ 

Lord Cheſterfield ſaid, that the preſent being an 
enquiry into tbe conduct of the noble Lord, whole 
name was mentioned having made uſe of ſuch an ex- 
preſſion, that hearſay was no evidence, and that con- 
ſequently it was inadmiſſible, and the witneſs ought 
to be reſtrained from mentioning Lord Sand wich's 
name. Del, | | as 

Here a very warm debate commenced on two 
grounds. Firft, whether the preſent enquiry could 
be properly conſidered, as an enquiry into the con- 
duct of Lord Sandwich; and if it could, whether 
hearſay evidence of what the witneſs heard Cooke 
ſay, that Lord Sandwich told him, was | admiſſible 
evidence in a Court of juſtice. | | 

The firſt of thoſe queſtions was debated for up- 
wards of an hour. The affirmative was contended 
for by the Lord Chancellor, and the Lords Manſ- 
field, Bathurſt, Cheſterfield, and Dudley; the nega- 
tive by the Duke of Richmond and Lord Camden. 
mixed with their queſtion of fact, and the general 
ſuppoſed underſtanding of the Houſe, the queſtion of 
the law forced itſelf into diſcuſſion. At length Lord 
Mansfield framed a queſtion, in order, he ſaid, to take 
the ſenſe of the Houle to the following effect: 

“That it be reſolved, that the name of John Earl 
Sandwich be not mentioned by the witneſs at the 
« Bar, in his evidence of a converſation ' with any 
* other perſon, of what the ſaid perſon informed 
him that the ſaid Earl had faid.” To which the 
Duke of Richmond moved an amendment, by 
adding the words; © In order to intimidate -faid wit» 
6 nets,” | 1 

3 
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As foon as this motion was handed to the table, 

2. new and moſt important debate re-commenced, _ 

Lord Mans field contended, that it was repugnant 

to every principle of law, to admit evidence upon 

| hearſay, which, in its conſequences, might affect a 
third perſon ; that certainly, 3 he did not con- 

ſider the preſent enquiry to be ſpecifically directed 


againſt Lord Sandwich, yet only conſidering him as 


one perſon charged among many others, it was well 
known that in proceedings upon indictments, where 
ſeveral perſons were included in it, no evidence of a 
criminal act of any one of the parties was ever re- 
ceived as evidence againſt another, Lord Sandwich 
and Mr. Cooke. ſtood in exactly the ſame predica- 
ment of perſons ſo indicted, conſequently nothing 
that Cooke ſaid ought to be admitted as evidence 
againſt Lord Sandwich, | ET. 
Lord Camden acknowledged the principle laid 
down by the learned Lord; but taking up the mat- 
ter upon the noble Lord's own ground, allowing 


that Lord Sandwich and Mr. Cooke were before the 


Houſe in the character of criminals, the learned Lord 
mult acknowledge that they were not trying for the 


fame offence, nor were their caſes at all alike. Mr. 


Cooke might be convicted of the. charge now made, 
would that affect Lord Sandwich? God forbid} What 
Cooke ſaid, was no evidence againſt Lord Sandwich, 
or any perſon on earth but himſelf. Suppoſe Lord 
Sandwich never made uſe of any ſuch expreſſion, 
which he hoped and believed might turn out to be 
the truth, would it not be cruel to condemn the 
noble Lord, not for what he ſaid, but merely be- 
cauſe another perſon had ſlandered him; the very 
flander was an act of a criminal nature againſt the 
| honour and character of the noble Lord, and was 
little connected in one point of view with the pre- 
ſent enquiry. In another, ſo far to be ſure as thoſe 
diſcourſes tended to intimidate and prevent reforma- 
tion and juſtice, they might furniſh juſt grounds of 
future proceeding againſt Cooke. But he would meet 
the noble Lord fairly upon the point of Jaw and 
analogy to the proceedings on indictments, which he 
ſeemed ſo much to rely upon. Lord Sandwich might 
appear to have been guilty of certain acts of miſ- 
management, as Firſt Commiſſioner of the Admiralty, 
in the exerciſe of directing the affairs of the Hoſpital, 
or of none. So might Mr. Cooke, as improperly 
interfering, and by abuſing his function, or he might 
not. One of them might be proved innocent, and 
not the other, conſequently . the caſe ſtated by the 
learned Lord did not apply. But, he would put a 
caſe to the learned Lord, which muſt appply. Sup- 
poſing that ſeveral perſons had been included in the 
fame indictment, for ſeveral ſpecific offences, might not 
evidence be competently given and received of a ſpe- 
cific criminal act, committed by one of the parties, 
though it amounted to hearſay only reſpecting an- 
other charged with a different ſpecies of offence ? 
Moſt certainly z the learned Lord knew it would 
not ſerve to convict that other perſon of another of- 
fence, becauſe hearſay was no evidence, and could 
only be admiſſible againſt the party on whom the of- 
tence was charged. | | 

The Lord Chancellor made two or three very long 


| ſpeeches in the above debate, in which he chiefly la- 


boured to eſtabliſh the two following propoſitions : 
That the enquiry amounted to a ſpecific charge 
againſt Lord Sandwich; and. if taken as a general 
charge againſt all thoſe concerned in the manage- 
ment of Greenwich Hoſpital, every particular part of 
it applied generally againſt every perſon concerned; 
conſequently, whether the enquiry was general or in- 
divicually directed, the evidence was indiviſible ; 
that is, every part of the teſtimony given at the Bar, 
was evidence of miſconduct of Lord Sandwich; or if 
it my not, it affected him as one of the parties ac- 
cuſed. 
„ (His Lordſhip's pardon is aſked, if his meaning 
be here miſ-ſtated or miſ-canceived ; for there is every 
rational ground to ſuppoſe ſuch doctrine diametri- 


, prudence, an 


Logd's ſentiments, ], 


cally oppoſite to the whole code of Engliſh juriC- 
conſequently foreign from the noble 


To prove his firſt propoſition, he quoted Captain 
Baillie's book on the table, which charged Lord 
Sandwich, in direct terms, with corruption. To 
prove the ſecond, he preſumed that the permitting 
thoſe miſmanagements to continue, amounted to a 


failure of duty, in not putting a ſtop to them; and of 


2 if proved, would ultimately reach the noble 
ord. | 
Lord Sandwich ſaid, he had been charged with 
corruption; that he looked upon the enquiry as to- 
tally perſonal - againſt him; that he wiſhed the wit- 
neſs might be permitted to proceed, becauſe he was 
conſcious of the injuſtice and falſity of the charge; 
but he ſhould be ſorry that any convenience or de- 
ſire of his ſhould be preferred to the order aad eſta- 
W * mode of proceeding in that Houſe. : 
ord Camden again roſe, and in a moſt able, cor- 
rect, and learned ſpeech, anſwered every thing ma- 
terial which had been urged on the other ſide. He 
ſaid, the preſent motion, it carried, would amount to 
a real diſſolution of the Committee, even upon the 
arguments of the noble Lords who framed and ſup- 
ported it. The preſent, ſay the noble Lords, is an 


enquiry into the conduct of the Earl of Sandwich, 


charging him with manifeſt corruption in the exer- 
ciſe of a public truſt of very great conſequence. 
What will be the manifeſt effect 4 this motion? that 

you may fit here till the dog-days, to hear the exa- 
mination of witneſſes, to hear complaints and charges 
made againſt any perſon, or every perſon, but the 
conduct of the noble Lord into which you are con- 
vened to enquire. I only repeat this, to ſhew the 
manifeſt abſurdities people are drove to adopt, when 
they want to effect purpoſes upon principles which 
directly make againſt them: for I am perfectly ſa- 
tisfied that the preſent enquiry contains no ſingle 
ſpecific charge againſt any man, ſo as to produce con- 
viction. or condemnation, The event of it, I acknow- 
ledge, may afford matter proper to found a criminal 
proceeding upon; but in the firſt inſtance, I affirm as 


a member of this Houſe, and a lawyer, that it can- 


not produce any iſſue, which may immediately affect 
either the noble Lord or any other of the parties, 

But even if it did, I will follow that aſſertion with 
another, that evidence of what another perſon ſaid, 
that Lord Sandwich ſaid, can never reach nor affect 
that noble Lord in the moſt diſtant degree. It is but 
hearſay evidence at the beſt, It can only affect Mr. 
Cooke, if not diſproved ; and if ten or ten thouſand 
witneſſes, one after another, came to your Lordſhips 
Bar, to confirm the teſtimony of what Mr. Lefevre 
heard Mr. Cooke ſay, that Lord Sandwich had told 
him, it would, it could not weigh a feather with your 
Lordſhips. If it could not, the concluſion is direct 
and inevitable, that the mentioning Lord Sandwich's 
name, as it cannot affect in the moſt remote degree 
that noble Lord, fo it is abſolutely neceſſary that his 


Lordſhip's name ſhould be mentioned, as directly 


and circumſtantially neceſſary to prove the means of 
intimidation made uſe of by Cooke, to deter the 
witneſs from ſhewing any countenance to Captain 
Baillie. Once for all, I ſay, truth and juſtice oblige 
your Lordſhips to believe the noble Lord innocent 
of the expreſſions imputed to him; you are bound as 
Judges to believe his Lordſhip innocent, till you 
have received proof to the contrary, and heard his 
defence ; and having no proof to the contrary, from 
the evidence objected to, you have no right what- 
ever to refuſe a ſpecies of evidence, totally applicable 
and excluſively to another perſon, which will cer- 
tainly be the caſe ſhould the preſent motion be 
carried, ; 

The quſtion was put, and carried by a majority of 
forty- ſix to ten. | 

Ihe Duke of Richmond moved, that the reſolu- 
tion now. carried, be read and delivered to the wit- 
neſs, that he be informed, that he may anſwer any 

| | | queſtion, 
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queſtion, ſo that he does not mention the name of 


the Earl of Sandwiean. 
This was ſtrongly oppoſed, as unneceſſary and 


unprecedented ; the reading of the motion was ſuf- 


ficient, and no inſtance was ever known of a witneſs 
at the bar being permitted to have any of the pro- 
ceedings of the Houſe in his poſſeſſion. A very in- 


tereſting debate enſued, and the noble Duke's mo- 
tion was negatived by a majority of forty-four to 


fiſteen. 


[Witneſs called in, and the two laſt queſtions and 


anſwers read.] i 
Clerk reads. | 
* Q. Had you any converſation with the Reve- 


i rend Mr. Cooke, relative to any proſecutions againſt 


„Captain Baillie ?? _ 

A. I was going to that; I was going to mention 
it, as it was told me by the Reverend Mr. Cooke ; 
was going to relate from the beginning of Mr. 
Cooke's diſcourſe to the end. 
Q. The only thing wanted is, that you will 
relate that part that concerns an attempt to induce 
any body to proſecute Captain Baillie ?"? 


A. I recolle& after Captain Baillie's book came 


out, Mr. Cooke informed me that my Lord Sand- 
wich had ſaid, that any perſon that ſhould be ſeen to 


keep company with Captain Baillie, ſhould have a 

ſtop put to his preferment for ever. - 

The following reſolution was alſo read to the 

witneſs : | 
“That it be reſolved, that the name of John Earl 


&* of Sandwich be not mentioned by the witneſs at 


e the bar, in his evidence of a converſation with any 
* other perſon, of what the ſaid perſon informed 


him, that the ſaid Earl had ſaid; in order to inti- | 


« midate the ſaid witneſs.” | 


That Mr. Lefevre may be told, that if any queſ- 


tions are aſked him which he cannot anſwer without 
going contrary to that reſolution, he muſt not make 
any anſwer. WY | On 
Q. Whether he received any intimidations from 
any perſon relative to giving ſupport ro Captain 
„„ — 
A. A number, my Lords; I may ſay numberleſs. 
Q. From whom ? ui 
A. From the Reverend Mr. Cooke. 
Q. What were thoſe intimidations ? | 
A. Frequently he told me, if I was to be ſeen in 
company with Captain Baillie, or had any correſ- 
pondence with him, an end would be put to my 
- preferment. I was going out Lieutenant in the Ame- 
rica; he came to my houſe and ſaid to me, I find you 


keep company with Captain Baillie, and he ſwore by 
of procraſtination or delay; obſerved, that it was 


his Maker, there would be an end put to my pre- 
terment if I did not deſiſt. Bs e 

Q. What were the words he made uſe of? 

A. By God your preferment will be ſtopt, if you 

perſiſt any longer. 7 | 9 

Q. Did any converſation paſs between Mr. Cooke 
and you, relative to any encouragement from Mr. 
Cooke, to any perſon to proſecute Captain Baillie ? 
A. No encouragement to proſecute him, only to 
have nothing at all to do with him. 
QQ Did you hear him make uſe of ſuch expreſſions 
of intimidation to any others? | 

A, To my father, who was then a dying man ; 
my father rold Captain Baillie there was miſchief 
againſt him, and bid him be on his guard. 
Q. Did your father belong to the Hoſpital ? 

A. He did. 

Q. You was intimidated ſeveral times? 

A. Frequently. 0 85 

Q. By any other perſon than Mr. Cooke? 

A. NG ME. --- 

Q. When was the laſt time he made one of theſe 
declarations ? 5 

Bo e, , . 

Q_ When did you relate this converſation ? 

A. To my father immediately. 

Q. When to other people ? 


„„ 


ſion. They wiſhed, he ſaid, to put the enquiry off 


at; and that they now found they were in a ſituation 


A. Some part of the converſation long before to 
Captain Baillie ; this I ſpoke of particularly before 
the ſhip ſailed. oh ON 

Q. When did you make this converſation of Mr. 
Cooke's public ? _ | 

A. Immediately. 
| To whom ? wh 0 

A. Captain Baillie and my father. 

Q. Any body elſe ? | 

A. I cannot recolle& any body elſe: fp 

Q. Had you any employment in the Hoſpital ? 

A. None, 5 

Q. How was you intimidated ? 

A. I was a Lieutenant in the navy. 

Q. You ſaid, Mr. Cooke told you your promotion 
would be ſtopt? | 8 

A. He did. | F bp. 

Q. Did he fay in what manner it would be 
ſtopped? - | 1 | 

A. He ſaid an entire ſtop would be put to my 
preferment, and that it would be the entire ruin of 
my father and family, if I was ever ſeen to keep 
1 with Captain Baillie, or to correſpond with 

im. hi V 

Q. How was a ſtop to be put to your prefer- 
. 3 „„ | 

A. By my remaining a Lieutenant as I was, I 
ſuppoſe. | 1 
Qi. Did Mr. Cooke ſay he had any authority for 
ſaying, any perſon would be marked that con- 
verſed with Captain Baillie ? Oe 

A. He did ſay he had authority for ſaying ſo. 

Q. I clefire he may be aſked what authority he 
had for ſaying ſo? 

A. He told me he had it from a nobleman high 
in office. | | | | 

Q. What nobleman? . | 

1 | [Ordered to withdraw. 


Here a very warm debate enſued ; Lord Sandwich 
faid, he wiſhed moſt heartily that the reſolution had not 
been made; and if there was any way of getting rid 
of it, he ſhould be extremely glad to do it. He 
complained greatly of the conduct of noble Lords 
ou the other fide, who, in order to harraſs and tire 
the Houſe, ſtarred debates upon every trifling occa- 


till the very cloſe of the ſeſſion, to preclude him from 
a defence; and lamented, that the enquiry had not 
at the beginning been ſo conſtituted, as to have ad- 
mitted him to make his defence to every different - 
ſpecies of charge, as they were brought forward. 

The Duke of Richmond diſclaimed any intention 


not a pleaſant taſk on his part: that the charge of 
delay, lay much more juſtly againſt the noble Earl 
and his friends, than on thoſe at his fide of the 
Houſe ; he acknowledged indeed, that he had for- 
tunately laid a temptation, which they had caught 


from which they could not extricate themſelves; 
that the noble Lord's affected ſorrow might eaſily be 
accounted for; he voted for the queſtion, on the di- 
viſion, when he might have prevented it ; he now la- 
mented that it had ever paſſed, and recommended 
to have it reſcinded, or diſpenſed with, when he knew, 
by the orders of the Houſe, that it was totally im- 
practicable. His Grace ſpoke for ſome time in this 
{train, and was very ſevere on the noble Earl. A 
very confiderable pauſe now enſued, ſeveral methods 
were propoſed to get rid of the difficulty ; the wit- 
neſs was at length called in. 

Aſked, who was the nobleman mentioned by Mr. 
Cooke ? | 

A. Am I to mention the nobleman's name. 

Q. He mult read the reſolution ? 

A. That deprives me. 

Q. Whether he may name the noble Lord or not? 

The reſolution read to the witneſs. 


You are to anſwer what nobleman ? 5 
ED * 


to Mr. Cooke about his ſpeaking ſomething - 


'ſhould come before Parliament? 


?\ 


Riot 0 


A. 1 ſhould be ſorry to fall under any cenſure of 


the Houſe, but that reſolution entirely prevents me 
from mentioning the nableman. . 

Q Will you be ſo good as to tell the Houſe what 
other intimidations paſſed from Mr. Cooke to you, 


or whether you took any opportunity of complaining 4 


to any perſon when you was ſo intimidatedꝰ?ꝰd 
A. Laſt May I made it my buſineſs to go to the 


Admiralty 3 I went four mornings with intent to ſee 
a noble Lord, to tell him of Mr. Cooke's behaviour; 
I could not ho that noble Lord ; 
frequently, and, rold that the noble Lord would ſee 


1 was denied him 


nobody. I went the next morning into the Captain's 


room, the ſervant was deſired to go up to the noble 


Lord, but I could not ſee him that morning; I went 
then to endeavour to ſee Mr. Stephens two or three 
mornings, and waited from two or three o' clock till 
after five, but could not ſee Mr. Stephens. 

. Q. Did any thing paſs between you and Mr. 
Cooke, about theſe affairs coming into Parliament? 

A. Yes, about the middle of June, 1777, II 
iſre- 
ſpectful of the Lieutenant-Governor; I ſaid theſe 


affairs might come into Parliament; he ſeemed to 


catch at that, and ſaid, a noble Lord would take care 


and put. Captain Baillie out 1 his office before nt 
| mould be. 


QC Whether he is to name eber noble Lond 2 
. I am not at liberty to mention that. 2 R390 
Did he mention what noble Lord would pur 
him out of his office 2 -- 4-7 03/2: 
A. Hedid mention him. 
Q. I defire he may anſwer who it was! 5 
A. Have 1 a right to anſwer while that reſolution 


is in being? Pay ; 
Q. Not againſt the refolotien's 1 with Mr. bs. 
fevre would be corre& in repeating to the Houſe, 


the ſubſtance of what paſſed between Mr. Cooke and 
him about turning Captain Baillie our, rather than it 


A. As I mentioned before, in the middle of June, 


1777, as we were talking of the affairs of Greenwich 


Hoſpital, he took occaſion to mention Captain Bail- 
lie's name; I bid him deſiſt; I ſaid perhaps the affairs 
of Greenwich Hoſpital might come into Parliament, 
he ſeemed to catch at that, and faid, a noble Lord 


would take care he ſhould not do that, he ſhould be 


turned out of his office firſt *._ 

Q. Did any thing more paſs between you and him 
on that particular ſubject ? 

A. Not on that particular ſubjeRt. 


Q. Did any thing elſe. paſs, on any other ſubject, 


relating to Greenwich Hoſpital ? 

A. I was ſummoned before the Committee at 
Greenwich Hoſpital ; Mr. Cooke ſtood up and inſiſted 
upon it that I ſhould not ſay one word; and Mr. 


Barker, the Chairman, I believe, bid me go out, and 


ſaid that I ſhould not ſay a word. 
Q Did any thing paſs relative to any other matter 
of Greenwich Hoſpital ? | 
A. No other in particular. 
Q. Are you a Lieutenant in the ſervice ? 


A. I am not. 
Q. When did you leave the ſervice ? 


A. Laſt May; I quitted it entirely from the 


threats I received from Mr. Cooke, 

Q. Whar threats ? 

A. That a ſtop ſhould be put to my promotion, be- 
cauſe I ſpoke to Captain Baillie; I ſaid I did not know 
that] had acted wrong in any particular, and therefore 
1 ſhould quit the ſervice. 

Q. How high was you in the liſt of Lieutenants ? 

A. | believe there might be two or three hundred 
under me, 

Q. What time was you made a Lieutenant ? 

A. October, 1775. 

When did you quit? 

A. November, 1778. 

Q Whether is it common to promote Lieutenants, 


unleſs they merit it by their own gallantry ? 


. 


put to your preferment; 


n 8 TY 
A. I never ſaid 1 expected preſerwants nor did 1 


expect to meet with it, from what was told me. 


Q. Lord Sandwich, Whether you recollect a con- 
verſation between you and me at Portſmouth ? And 
whether you did not apply further ? | 

A. Yes, I did; to know whether what Mr. Cooke 
told me was true or no; ; and I thous gh, | from, what 
your Lordſhip ſaid, it was true. 

Q Whether your quitting the ſervice was not an 
act of your o]a ? 

A. It was; from the threats of Mr. Cooke, and 
the anſwer I received from your Lordſhip. | | 

Q. Whether you was ever threatened by. r me? 

A. I never ſaid I was threatened by your Lordſhip. 

Q. When you met the noble Lord, what preter- 
ment did you aſk for?ꝰü· 

A. Not any in particular; I believe I aſked him to 
confider me, if any preferment was going forward, 


and if I was to expect 305 further preferment from 
the noble Lord? 


oke 


Q. How long had you — a Licutenant when 
Mr. Cooke ſaid a ſtop ſhould be pot to 10 1 pre- 
ferment? 


˖ ll 1 had been a Lieutenant two years and a 
a 

Q. Should you have thought of quitting thc ſer- 
vice, when you had been two years and a half, you 
had not been told that you ſhouid meet with no - 
preferment ? 
A. No, I ſhould not; 1 the ſervice. 

1 PE was made a Lieutenant . 
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Q. And you quitted in November, 17782 

A. Not quitted the ſervice, only on half- pay. 

Q. In'QEober, 1776, you met Lord Sandwich ? 

A. No, I did not mention that time; 1 ſaid when 


his Lordſhip was at Portſmouth; that was laſt year, 


that has nothing to do with 1775, or 1776. 
Q. You ſaid, from the converſation between you 


and Lord Sandwich at Portſmouth, you believed that 


what Mr. Cooke ſaid was true, that a ſtop ſiculd be 


give an account of that 
converſation ? 


A. I aſked his Lordſhip, if I was to expect any 


further preferment; his Lordſhip, for a long time, 


made no anſwer at all; at Jaſt, I think, his Lordſhip 


laid, that he had a good opinion of me, but that if I 


ſtood there from that time to that time twelvemonths, 


I ſhould get nothing out of him. 


Q. Was that all he ſaid to you? 

A. Ves; that I might expect no other anſwer. 
Q. You ſay, that the only thing that Lord Sand- 
wich ſaid to you was, that he had a very good opinion 
of you, but that if you ſtood there from that time to 
that time twelvemonths, you ſhould get nothing 
out of him; how did you underſtand from that, that 

he did not mean to prefer you? 

A. From the very great indifference with which it 
fell from him. One circumſtance I forgot to men- 
tion; prior to this diſcourſe, early in the morning, I 


went on board of the yacht, his Lordſhip turned his 


back on me, and went down into the cabin immedi- 
ately ; this was the ſame morning, before my conver- 
fation with Lord Sandwich. I went on board the 
America, told my Captain of it, and mentioned Mr. 
Cooke's converſation z and he ſaid, did I not tell you, 
that that man would not do you, or any body elle, 
any — 

How long might it be after you aſked the 
queſtion, before his air made any anſwer 
at al 
A. I believe me minutes; for 1 followed my 
Lord from Sir Thomas Pye's houſe, a good way 
down Portſmouth. 

Q. How long was it ? 
A. I believe a quarter of an hour, at leaſt. 
Q. Whether you ſolicited the Firſt Lord of the 
Admiralty frequently before this! 
A. Several times; I ſuppoſe three months before. 
Q. What was your father ? 


* Mr. Cooke's words were literally verified. 


A. A 
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A. A Lieutenant in the Hoſpital, 
Q. One of the complainants with Captain Baillie ? 
A. I believe he was; I have heard him ſay he 
ſhould certainly aſſiſt Captain Baillie, that he believed 
he was an honeſt man. | 
Q. Had you received any anſwer from Lord 
Sandwich ? 1 5 
A. Yes; he ſaid I was a very young Officer, he 
wiſhed me ſucceſs. I told it to my friends, and the 
ſaid there was no hopes of my being preferred. 
Q. When was your firſt application? 5 
A. My firſt application was before I was Lieu- 
tenant of the America. e 
Q. After you was a Lieutenant? 
A. December, 1777. | 
Q What anſwer did you get then? 
A. Rather a flattering one. 


Q. When was this anſwer, that you was a young 


Officer, and wiſhed you ſucceſs ? 

A. I believe it was in February, 1778. 

Q. It was ſince that, that you ſaw Lord 
at Portſmouth ? | 

A. £- 

Q. Since that, you have made no application 
at all? 7 „„ 

A. None. VVV 

Q. What ſhip was you in at that time? 

A. The America. {2p 

Q_ Who was Commander? 

A. Lord Longford. | e 
Q. A man may have been a young Lieutenant, and 
have been a long time at ſea ; what age are you? 

A. Thirty-two. | | 
Q. How long have you been at ſea? - | 

A. Twenty-two years; I went to ſea when I was 
ten years of age. . 1 7 | 
- ry a did that converſation paſs between you 
and Lord Sandwich, at. Portſmouth ? | Op 

A. I believe in laſt May. OE 
| Q. When was the converſation with Mr. Cooke, 
A. Between February and April, 1958. 

Q. In May, you ſaw Lord Sandwich at Portſ- 
mouth ? ne | | 

A. Tes. | 1 5 

Q. How many Lieutenants ſtood on the liſt when 
you applied to Lord Sandwich ? 

A. Many; perhaps ſeven or eight hundred; or 
perhaps a thouſand. - 

Q. Though you had been ſo long at ſea, would 
you have felt any ſort of inclination to have quitted, 
ſuppoſing you had thought you was in a likely way 
to have the chance with other people for your pre- 
ferment ? 


indwich 


A. I never ſhould; other people know I never 


ſhould ; it was an employment that I loved. 
| [Mr. Lefevre ordered to withdraw. 
The Houſe adjourned to the next day. 


Wedneſday, April 21ft, at balf paſt 3 o clock. 
Captain BAILLIE called in. 


Q. What proceeding he took in conſequence of 
his book; and what perſons he laid the complaints 
of Greenwich Hoſpital before ? . 

A. Does your Lordſhip mean in regard to the 
printed caſe of Greenwich Hoſpital ? 2 

4 | 

2 When I had prepared the printed caſe, I 
thought it prudent, firſt to lay it before the Firſt Lord 
of the Admiralty, hoping that he would pay ſome 
attention to the complaints in that book, as it is 
called; I think that was on the 7th of March, 
twelvemonth. It lay with his Lordſhip nine or ten 
days before I attempted to make any further appli- 
cation; then I waited in perſon on the Firſt Lord of 
the Admiralty, hoping he would give me ſome fatis- 
faction, and redreſs the grievances complained of. 
He did not pay that attention to them that I expected; 
he ſaid he had received a particular letter from me; 
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to reaſonable complaints, I ſhall 


for a more ſeaſonable opportunity, but the recent 


make any appeal. 


complaint againſt me; and went about among the 


the Board of 6 
that was ſent in form to the Lords of the Admiralty. 


F IL On Dis. 


I told his Lordſhip it was on a particular occaſion; 
and aſked his commands upon it; he faid he had no 
commands upon it; 1 thought an examination was 
likely to take place, Sir Hugh Palliſer and Mr. 
Stephens being preſent; and, as T had no witnels, 
J made a bow, and came away. I'have'a copy 
of that letter. e ee ee e DN 
Q ls it not on the table? ih 
A. No; it is the letter ſaid to be loſt, and not 
produceable by the noble Lord to whom it was ad- 
dreſſed. J thought it prudent to lay it privately 
before his Lordſhip firſt : I beg the permiſſion of the 
Houle to have that letter rede. 


Clerk reads the following Jetter 1 A 


ght Honourable the Earl of Sandwich; 


addreſſed on his Majeſty's fervice. 
 _ Royal Hoſpital, Marth 1th, 1778. 
As your Lordſhip has hitherto been diſpoſed. to 
hear only one ſide of the affairs of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital, I take the liberty to incloſe, for your Lordſhip's 
conſideration, a ſtate of facts, which, I truſt, will 
ſtimulate your Lordſhip to redreſs the grievances 
therein complained of ; and thereby reſtore me to 
my proper command in the Hoſpital, of which I have 
been deprived by a combination of landmen, who, if 
they had any right to a footing in the Hoſpital, can 
have no pretence to pervert and depoſe the lawful 
government thereof. 8 5 | 
I have the honour to acquaint your Lordſhip, 
that I will not fit down contented to ſee the men 
cheated, and myſelf inſulted, by prieſts, clerks, or 
contractors. I think it, however, my duty to fore- 
warn your Lordſhip, that if you are any longer deaf 
put this effort for 
redreſs into execution; which I ſhould have deferred 


To the 


overbearing conduct of the faction ſo frequuently 
alluded to, in the incloſed caſe, has compelled me to 
ſtruggle for immediate redreſs. | | 

« I would not have your Lordſhip underſtand, 
that I mean to diſturb government at this critical 
time, by applying to Parliament; I ſcorn the impu- 
ration of making any other appeal than to the body 
of the Commiſſioners and Governors of the Hoſpital, 
whoſe bounden duty it 1s to hear and redreſs the 
grievances complained of; and I moſt ſincerely la- 
ment that an eſtabliſhment, ſo truly popular and 
great, ſhould be fo far perverted as to force me to 


am, 19 
« My Lord, | 
% Your Lordſhip's moſt obedient, 
« and moſt humble ſervant, 
« THOMAS BAILLIE.“ 


Q. Give an account of what ſteps were taken in 
conſequence of this? 

A. In conſequence of that letter and printed caſe, 
inſtead of any examination into the affairs of Green- 
wich Hoſpital, there was a complaint ſet on foot 
againſt me: a number of the Officers were encouraged 
to complain of it; I did not know that I had given 
any cauſe of complaint againſt me. The printed caſe 
was brought down to Greenwich Hoſpital ; other- 
wiſe I ſhould have waited longer for his Lordihip's 
indulgence than ten days; perhaps a month, or per- 
haps till now. The Rev. Mr. Cooke ſet on foot a 


Officers, as if he had been canvaſling for votes at an 
election: the majority of the Naval Officers did not 
complain; nor was any complaint made an act of 
the Council of the Houſe; it was rather a kind of 
conſpiracy ; I don't know what to call it. Another 
complaint was ſet on foot againſt Captain Baillie at 
irectors that met with more ſuccels ; 


The 
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The Clerk of the Works, and the civil Officers of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, alſo complained, who were ac- 
cuſed themſelves: nor was this an act of the Coun- 
cil, which is uſual when any complaint is preſented 
to the Board of Admiralty. The Governor did not 


ſign any complaint againſt Captain Baillie, as Go- ' 


vernor, but as a Director only. In conſequence of 
theſe complaints, a General Court was held in April; 
but inſtead. of a Court of the noble perſons that con- 
ſtitute a great part of that body, there was a ſort of 
a puiſne General Court convened, in order to have it 
ſubmitted to them, what ſhould be done reſpecting 
the book. That it was not ſuch a General Court as 
J had wiſhed ; that Mr. Ibbetſon had once, on his 
own ſuggeſtion, ſummoned a full General Court, to 
elect a new Steward to the Hoſpital ; I humbly con- 
ceive it was of more conſequence to enquire whether 
the fineſt and nobleſt Charity in the world was well 
or ill managed; abuſed or not abuſed; was a mat- 
ter of infinitely more importance than the election of 
a Steward to the Hoſpital; and therefore I hoped, 
that as much pains would be taken to aſſemble an 
impartial General Court, to take the caſe, ſtating 
ſuch a variety of criminal charges, into conſidera- 
tion, as had evidently been beſtowed on the former 
occaſion. That on the 14th of April, 1778, the 
General Court, conſiſting of ſix Lords of the Admi- 
ralty, Mr. Stephens, their Secretary, the Governor 
of the Hoſpital, three Commiſſioners of the Navy, 
the Lieutenant- Governor (Captain Baillie), and thir- 
teen Directors, met. The Firſt Lord of the Admi- 
ralty was pleaſed to ſay, when the complaints were 
read, at this Court, againſt Captain Baillie, if he 
would name a Committee of Directors out of the 
number preſent, he ſhould chuſe his men. I objected 


to the Directors, becauſe they had complained of me, 


and were impeached by me; I therefore thought it an 
improper tribunal to try-me, or themſelves, who were 
the very perſons 1 had accuſed, I objected to theſe 
Directors ſitting in judgment upon their own con- 
duct. Lord Sandwich, however, thought it a proper 
tribunal to examine into the affairs of Green - 
wich Hoſpital. His Lordſhip deſired me to object 
to any of them, I thought, as they had turned the 
tables upon me, none of them were proper perſons 
to ſit on the Enquiry, They were, however, con- 
ſtitured a Committee; and they fat ſeven days. 
The whole of their proceedings was partial, arbi- 
trary, and unjuſt. 5 
Qt. Give an account of what happened at that 
Court.—What day was the General Court of Enquiry 
ordered? | | | 
A. I believe, the 14th of April, 1778. The re- 
| ſolution of the General Court is among the papers on 
your Lordſhip's table. | 


Mr. TBBETSON called in. 
(Reads the following reſolution.) 


At a General Court of the Commiſſioners and 
Governors of Greenwich Hoſpital, which was held 
atthe Admiralty, on Tueſday, April 14, 1778. 


PF FEIENST 


Right Honourable Earl of Sandwich, 
John Buller, Eſq. 

Lord Charles Spencer, 

Right Honourable Earl of Liſburne, 
Sir Hugh Palliſer, 

Right Honourable Lord Mulgrave. 
Philip Stephens, Eſq. Secretary to ditto. 


Lords of the 
Admiralty. 


Director, Sir Charles Hardy, Admiral of the White. 


"Dj George Marſh, Eſq. \ . 
Directors. 1 Timothy Brett. Eſd. 5 
Sir Rich. Temple, Bart.) IC Navy. 


ſet forth therein. 
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Captain Baillie, Lieutenent-Governor, 
Sir Merrick Burrell, Bart. 
Z. P. Fonnereau, Eſq. 
James Stuart, Eſq. 
John Cleveland, Eſq. 
Peregrine Cuſt, Eſq. 
T. T. Savary, Eſq. 
Thomas Hicks, Eſq. | 
John Barker, Eſq. | 
William Wells, Eſq. 
Rev. Mr. Cooke, 
Joah Bates, Eſq. 
Sir Richard Bickercon, 
William Reynolds, Elq. _ - 


Tord Sandwich informed the Court, that he had 
called them together in order to lay before them a 
letter, which the Secretary of the Admiralty had re- 
ceived from Captain Baillie, Lieutenant-Governor of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, dated the 26th of laſt month; 
together with a printed book, which accompanied ir, 
entitled, The Caſe of the Royal Hoſpital for Seamen, &c. 
as alſo ſeveral applications from the Board of Direc- 
tors, the Officers of the Council, the principal civil 
Officers, and great numbers of the Clerks, &c. who 
conceive themſelves greatly traduced and injured by 
the charges contained in the ſaid book, deſiring re- 


dreſs; all which papers were read; and Mr. Brett 


and Mr. Barker, two of the Directors who were not 
preſent when the application from that Board was 
ſigned, declared their full concurrence in every thing 
And the Secretary read to the 
Court a letter which he had received from Mr. Eden, 


another of the Directors, repreſenting, that it would 


not be in his power to attend the preſent Meeting to- 


day, as he was to leave London yeſterday ; but that 


having read Captain Baillie's performance, he was ſa- 
risfied that it was improper and unwarrantable in every 
reſpect, and that he ſhould be very glad to hear 
that the General Court was diſpoſed to proceed ac- 
cordingly, 

Captain Baillie, who was preſent, acknowledged 
himſelf to be the Author of the above-mentioned Caſe ; 


at the ſame time inſiſting that it was not a book but a 


memorial. 2 N 
Great part of the ſaid Caſe was then read; particu- 


larly ſuch part of it as more immediately reflected 
upon the 
Secretary. 


proceedings of the Directors and their 


Mr. Cuſt then moved, that a Committee might be 
appointed to inveſtigate the grounds of the charges 
contained in the ſaid printed book; and the Court 
being of opinion that it would be a very proper 
meaſure, Captain Baillie was defired to name ſeven 
of the moſt independent Directors to form a Com- 
mittee for that purpoſe, which he declined. Lord 


Sandwich then took a liſt of the Directors, and 


having put down the names of the following Gen- 
tlemen, viz. | | 


Sir Merrick Burrell, Mr. Barker, 
Mr. Fonnereau, Mr. Wells, 
Mr. Cuſt, Mr. James, 


Mr. Savary, Mr. Reynolds, 
Captain Baillie was aſked if he had any objection to 
them, or to any of them ; to which he declined giving 


any other anſwer, than that he diſapproved of the | 


mode. It was then | 
| Reſolved, © That the above-mentioned Gentlemen, 
except Mr, Fonnereau, who deſired to be excuſed on 
account of his ill health, ſhould be a Committee (of 
whom three to be a quorum) to inveſtigate the 


grounds of the ſeveral charges contained in the above- 


mentioned book; and they were deſired to proceed 


upon that buſineſs with all convenient diſpatch, at 


ſuch times and places, as they ſhould think moſt pro- 
per for the purpoſe; and when they had compleated 
ſuch inveſtigation, to let the Lords of the Admiralty 
know it, that another General Court might be called 
to receive their report. 

Adjourned. 


Q. It 


— . . —— — 2 
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Q. It appears by the directions | given to the Com- 


mittee, that they were to inveſtigate the grounds of 


the ſeveral charges contained in Captain Baillie's 


book? | 
A. a. | 


Q. Are there any directions in the order, to enquire 


into the complaints againſt Captain Baillie ? 
A. That is all that appears. | 


Captain BAILLIE again. 


Q. Give an account of what you know of the pro- 
ceedings of that Court of Enquiry, appointed to in- 
veſtigate the grounds of the complaints? 
A. It was a moſt complicated buſineſs; it is im- 
poſſible to remember the whole of it; it was the 
courle of ſeven days examination, Firſt, they. came 


down with a ſpecial Pleader, a Counſel at Law, which 
I thought not neceſſary on an 5 into the ma- 


nagement of Greenwich Hoſpital; I had no idea 
that a Counſel was to be employed againſt me, or the 
penſioners. This Gentleman brow beat me, he 
brow beat the evidences; he drew out the charges, 


by taking a chain of ſentences, bits of lines, and 
- ſcraps of paragraphs, out of my book. I was brow 
beat; I was called a blackguard by the Clerk of the 
Works, and a liar by the Rev. Mr. Cooke. I beg to 
refer to my letter to the General Court of Governors 


and Commiſſioners, in which is a particular account of 
all or moſt of the tranſactions of the Committee; it 


is dated the 12th of Auguſt, and lays on your Lord- 


ſhips table. 


.. .Q. You underſtand, it is expected that you are to 


ſwear to the truth of the contents of the letter ? 


A. If there is the ſmalleſt circumſtance that I can- 
not ſwear to, before your Lordſhips and before God, 
I will point it out, Firſt of all, a reſpectable Officer 
of Greenwich Hoſpital, Lieutenant Gordon, as ſoon 
as he had given his evidence, he was told by Mr. 


Morgan, becauſe he did not approve of his evidence, 


that he might go to the Devil; he is an Officer that 


had both his legs broke in the ſervice. Vin bs 
Q. Did this Committee reprove Mr. Morgan for 
ſo doing? Vf. . 
A. Not in the leaſt; after Lieutenant Smith had 
given his evidence, Mr. Morgan ſaid, your evidence 


is a libel, Sir. This terrified the Officers; they 


thought they ſhould be brought into the predicament 


that I was. I beg to read my letter of the 12th of 


Auguſt, to the General Court of Governors and 
Commiſſioners, - | | 

My Lords, I beg leave to add, that this gentle- 
man (the Short-hand writer) whom I did not expect 
to ſee here; on the firſt day of the Enquiry 1 ſaw a 
great deal of foul play ; I thought the proceedings 


were not to be warranted ; I ſent for this perſon to 


take Minutes on the ſecond day; I had him at a 
ſide table; I told Mr. Cuſt that he was a perſon I 
had introduced to take Minutes by his leave; he aſked 
him who he was; he ſaid he was a Short-hand writer 
brought there by Captain Baillie to take notes; upon 


which Mr. Cuſt ſaid, then Mr. Short-hand writer 


pleale to walk out, and he was turned out in that 
abrupt manner. I believe the gentleman was fright- 


ened, and thought he was going to be beat. Here 


is an expreſſion in this letter, I beg leave to mention 
before I declare it upon oath; I underſtood, at a 
preceding General Court, that Lord Sandwich faid 


none were ſummoned to the Court but whom he 


thought proper; when I objected to the Court, to 
the beſt of my belief, he ſaid. A General Court 
is not ſuch as you chule to petition for, but ſuch as 
I think proper to direct; which being contradicted 
by ſeveral perſons of character and reputation, I 
% don't wiſh to give it in evidence, though I have 


„it on my Minutes exactly as it ſtands in my 
$6 letter.“ 


* Theſe Teſtimonials were not delivered; Ca 
he declined any further attempts to obtain juſtice. 


+ This ſentence in Jraligs was wichdrawn, ag before-mentioned. 
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Captain BAl LLIE reads the following letter as evidence: 


To the Governors and Commiſſioners of his Majeſty's 
Royal Hoſpital for Seamen at Greenwich, © © 


0" My Lords and Gentlemen, . 
« As I find that a Special General Court is to be 
held this day, to which I have received no ſummons, 
and of which 1 knew nothing till a few days ago, 
T imagine that it is intended to receive the report of 
the proceedings of the Committee appointed to en- 
quire into the charges laid by me before the General 
Court, in order to obtain your ſanction to the in- 
Lug 8 
4 therefore think it my duty, in ſupport of the 
cauſe which I have undertaken, to repeat my pro- 
teſt againſt the Committee, which has undertaken 
to enquire into and report concerning the truth of 
charges, the greateſt part of which is againſt them- 
ſelves, as Members of the Board of Directors. 
When I firſt laid the Caſe and Memorial before 
the General Court, I had no idea that the truth of 
any of the charges could be diſputed. I drew them 
up with great care, and on the laſt review, eraſed 
every thing about which' I had the ſmalleſt doubt 
in my own mind. I was ſenſible of the powers 
and influence of thoſe whom I was oppoſing, and 
that nothing could ſupport me but Truth and Juſtice; 
I appeal to your candid recollection of my conduct 
in ſeveral inſtances in which the penſioners have been 
injured; I appeal to the incloſed Teftimonials “ con- 
cerning my character in near forty years ſervice, and 
to my conduct in the Hoſpital, whether I could 
have any other motive than a wiſh: to recover and 
preſerve this noble eſtabliſhment to the ſole uſe of 
the Navy, and that the penſioners might be main- 


tained in ſuch a manner, As to encourage fit and 
able perſons to betake themſelves to the ſea- ſer vice. 


My ſituation, as Lieutenant-Governor of the 
Hoſpital, is the higheſt preferment of which my 


rank in the ſervice will admit. I have therefore 


nothing to hope from the ſucceſs of the charges 
which I have exhibited, but in the line of my duty. 
as an Officer of the Hoſpital; and there is nothing 


urged in any part of the Caſe or Memorial in which 
I have the leaſt perſonal concern: I was myſelf full 
"ſecured in eaſe and comfort, if I could have heard 


with indifference the complainants that were conti- 


' nually crouding to my door; and I know that I have 
acted contrary to thoſe maxims of prudence and cir- 


cumſpection which govern the world; but I ſhould 


have ill deſerved the appointments with which I 


have been honoured, if I could have been deterred 
by menaces or dangers from doing my duty. 
% appeal, Gentlemen, to your general knowledge 
of the world, whether it is not more natural, in the 
current of human affairs, to ſuppoſe, that abuſes 


have crept into the management of the Hoſpital, 


which has been fo long eſtabliſhed, than that every 


thing is perfectly right, and whether the knowledge 


of thoſe abuſes is more likely to ariſe from the com- 
plaints of the injured, or the reports of thoſe wha 


are rermed the proper Officers; abuſes, it is well 


known, can only be prevented by frequent enquiries 
by thoſe who wilh, and have power to reform them, 
and ſuch a wiſh muſt appear in the candour and at- 
tention with which the complaints are heard. - 
«+ That I have not been heard with candour, is 


too evident from every part of the proceedings on 


my complaints; I meant to appeal to a full Court 
of all the great and noble Perſonages who are named 
in the Charter as Governors and Commiſſioners of 
the Hoſpital; inſtead of which, I have been informed 


y Lord Sandwich, that none are ſutumined to the General 


Courts but thoſe whom he thinks proper |. | have 
brought a general, charge of neglect or miſconduct 


Captain Baillie had them ready, bu: finding ittle or no attention paid to this letter, 


againſt 
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| againſt the majority of thoſe into whoſe hands the 


Government of the Hoſpital has fallen, ſupported by 


a variety of inſtances; and I. have undertaken, at 
the hazard of every thing which 1s dear to me as a 
man of honour and reputation, to prove both the 
general and the particular charges. 


nal could have been erected, in which the accuſed 
bave fat in judgment on their own condud, and are now 
to determine and report on charges againſt them- 
ſelves; a fituation which I did not imagine any 
man of reputation could have been betrayed to 
appear in. „ | 

In drawing up many of the charges, I pur- 


poſely ſtared them in the ſtrongeſt terms, becauſe I 


meant to provoke an enquiry. I know how com- 
mon the maxim is to ſtifle and ſuppreſs all com- 
plaints of this kind, and I dreaded it I did not bring 
on a full and fair inveſtigation of the charges, that 
] ſhould injure the cauſe which I meant to ſupport. 
„As J am convinced that ſeveral of the Directors 
mean to act well, and are therefore conſcious of 
their own integrity, I expected that on reading the 
Caſe and Memorial, they would have been as anxi- 


ous as myſelf for an open and fair enquiry, as the 


only means of clearing themſelves from imputations, 
eſpecially thoſe in which frauds are charged to have 
been committed on the Hoſpital, without any proper 
enquiry or puniſhments by the Directors. 

« My expectations would have been fully anſwered, 
when I heard the complaint of the Directors at the 


General Court, that they could no longer act with 


credit to themſelves or advantage to the public; 
if they had added, © till the charges had been en- 
* quired into, and their falſehoods proved ;* inſtead 
of which they ſay, till exemplary notice has been 
taken of the author.“ | | 

«© The General Court ated perfectly agreeable 
to my expectations, when they determined that a 
Committee ſhould be appointed to inveſtigate the 
grounds of the ſeveral charges. contained in the 
printed Caſe of the Hoſpital. But 1 was much ſur- 
priſcd to hear my Lord Sandwich propoſe that this 
Committee ſhould be appointed our of the Directors 
themſelves. Mr. Brett anticipated me in the objec- 
tion, by obſerving, * That they had already pro- 
_.* nounced the charges to be falſe and ſcandalous, 

and that after the enquirr, the Committee could do 
no more;' he might alſo have added, they could 
do leis.” They had alſo demanded that I might 
be puniſhed for having made my. charges, a demand 
which they had a right to make, if they are falſe 
and ſcandalous; but they ought to have ſeen that 
this demand diſqualified them from undertaking to 
enquire, or to give any further report, in order to 
obtain the puniſhment which they had demanded. 

Alt was contrary to every appearance of fairneſs 
and candour, and to every rule of public buſineſs 
in like cafes, to appoint any of the Directors Mem- 


bers of the Committee; inſtead of which, the Com- 


mittee appointed conſiſted entirely of Directors; 
and the Gentleman who took the moſt active part 
in reporting the complaints againſt me, was ap- 
pointed Chairman. 

++ ]- conſidered the offer of his Lordſhip for me 
to name the Committee out of the Directors, as a 
mockery and inſult, I had ſeen at the Board at 
Salters Hall, in which their complaints to the Gene- 
. Tal Court was reſolved on, that many of the Mem- 
bers, who were by no means included under the 
term © Acting Directors, are yet highly offended at 
every imputation on the conduct of the Board, and 
allo that they ſeemed eager to liſten to every excuſe 
that could be offered by thoſe who were more actively 
concerned, as an excuſe to themſelves for not having 
paid more attention to the buſineſs of the Hoſpital. 
Had I not obſerved this, and had they not joined 
ju pronouncing the charges to be falſe and ſcanda- 
lous without any enquiry, from the opinion which 
I had entertained of ſeveral of the Members of the 
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their candid determination. 
my reputation, particularly on this occaſion, when 


engaged, is ſo materiall 
But I had no idea that in this country a tribu- 
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Board, I ſhould have been induced to have waved 
the general objection, and ſubmitted the whole to 
Anxious as I am for 


the. welfare of the penſioners, in whoſe cauſe I have 
involved, I fear that the 
angry Director will be forgot, and the private cha- 
racter of thoſe by whom I am oppoſed will be weighed 
againſt me. I appeal, therefore, Gentlemen, to your 
own boſoms at this moment, whether you are not 
much too angry againſt me for having made theſe 
charges, to hear with calmneſs and temper any proofs 
which may be brought to ſupport me. 

. + Notwithſtanding the objections which I have 
here made againſt the Committee, I admit that their 
conduct might have been ſuch as to have removed 
the greateſt part of them. It was on this account 
that I appeared before them, though I was adviſed 
not to give any ſanction to their proceedings, and 
that I urged them on, the firſt day of their meeting, 
to attend to the extreme delicacy of their ſituations; 
inſtead of which, the greater part of their proceed- 


ings have ſtill been more irregular than their appoint- 


ment. 


A Counſellor has appeared againſt me during 
the whole proceeding, of which I had no notice; 
and I had no idea that Counſel would have been 
brought down to Greenwich Hoſpital to plead againſt 
me, or the penſioners. The Secretary and Solicitor 
of the Hoſpital, who are both complainants, were 
preſent, and took notes throughout the whole, and 
Mr. Cooke, the Clerk of the Committee, is in the 


full predicament, againſt whom the greateſt part of 


the Caſe is directed, as he is a landman, and now 
lodged in the Wards of the penſioners, though his 


place does not intitle him to apartments in the Hoſ- 


pital by eſtabliſhment. The Rev. Mr. Cooke, Mr. 


Hicks, and Mr. Stuart, were generally pr. icnc, 


though not of the Committee, took an active part 


in the proceedings, and ſeemed determined to ſhew 


that they are the Managing Directors, whilſt the 


door was carefully cloſed againſt thoſe to whom the 


Committee had any objection, and every perſon called 


by me ordered immediately to withdraw, after they 


had anſwered the queſtions propoſed, 
«© Mr, Morgan, the Counſel againſt me, was per- 


mitted to point out, and direct, all the proeeedings 


of the Committee; which he calculated ſo as to 
thwart and defeat the evidence, in a manner which 
I was by no means aware of, inſtead of inveſtigating 
the grounds of the ſeveral charges, as ordered by the 
General Court, and taking the caſe fairly from the 
beginning to the end; the complaints of the ſeveral 


Officers, Clerks, and others, were taken as the foun- 


dation of the proceedings. 


„ Mr. Morgan had ſelected ſeveral paſſages from 


different parts of the caſe and memorial, which he had 


ſtrung together in an unconnected manner, under the 
head of charges againſt particular perſons, all of 
whom he frequently declared to be his clients. And 
I was then deſired ro prove not my own charges, 
but Mr. Morgan's; many of theſe paſſages I had no 
idea of, applying in the manner which Mr. Morgan 
did; and others were matters of opinion, grounded 


on a long train of fats and arguments, which were 


not enquired into by the Committee; on thoſe which 
related to private characters, it was found that the 
opinions of ſome of the witneſſes were of ſuch a 
nature, that they did not think it ſafe to declare 
them, unleſs compelled by an oath. This was deemed 
a failure of proof, though it ought to be taken as a 
proof, that the powers of the Committee were not 
ſufficient for the eaquiry. 

« Though Mr Morgan's clients were by his con- 
trivance become plaintiffs in the enquiry, yet they 
were all heard as evidence for themſelves and for 
ach other: . 

« Notwithſtanding they were ſo much intereſted, 
particularly the landmen, in defeating the enquiry, 
whilſt I made no attempt to avail myſelf ot my 

X own 
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own teſtimony, though I doubt not but my character 
and ſituation will intitle me to be heard with atten- 
tion before any proper tribunal, as I have no intereſt 


in any part of the diſpute, but the intereſt of the 


Hofpital. Whenever I appealed to any of the com- 


plainants on things which are generally known in the 


Houſe, if they ſeemed inclined to anſwer, they were 
ſtopt by Mr. Morgan, who very frequently declared, 
that he would not ſuffer his clients to give evidence 


againſt themſelves ; an artifice which may be proper 


for the Counſel of a priſoner at the Old Bailey, but 


it is a very unfair and ſuſpicious precaution in a Court 


of Enquiry, into the affairs of. Greenwich Hoſpital. 
When any of the evidence went in the leaſt beyond 
the line drawn by the Counſel, or ſpoke of facts 
which were charged, but not within the proſcribed 
limits, they were told it was too ſoon; and if evi- 
dence after preſented, which affected the ſame per- 
fon, they were told it was too late. „ 
This mode of proceeding was more perplexing to 
me, as I had been refuſed copies of any of the com- 
plaints or proceedings againſt me, by the General 
Court, by the Directors, and by the Committee, — 
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lous, | the particular perſon who 
had complained of it, and therefore could not then 
be heard. But in all other caſes, if the moſt pointed 


evidence was not immediately produced when de- 


manded, the Clerk was ordered to write no proof 
and nothing afterwards could be heard on the ſub- 


je, though the moſt unexceptionable teſtimony was 


offered. 

« Mr. Charles Lefevre, who was at ſea, at the time 
in which Mr. Morgan had called on, what he deem- 
ed the charges againſt the Reverend Mr. Cooke and 
Mr. Godby, though he was the perſon from whom 
I had received the information of the letter written 
by Mr. Godby, after the compoſition with the but- 
cher; and alſo the declaration of the Reverend Mr. 
Cooke, in the Hoſpital, concerning the denunciation 
of Lord Sandwich againſt me, through the Reve- 
rend Mr. Cooke to Mr, Charles Lefevre, is now ſworn 
to; and though he appeared at the laſt meeting of 


the Committee, and offered his evidence, it was 


poſitively refuſed ; and I believe that both theſe paſ- 
ſages in the Caſe, now ſtands in the Minutes of the 
Committee, and will be reported to you as not prov- 
ed. Many other of the facts charged are in the ſame 
predicament ; amongſt others which have not been 
proved before the Committee, is the great nuifance 


in three capital wards, ariſing from the ſink in Lieu- 


tenant Beſſon's new kitchen, which paſſes through 
them, though it materially affets the health and 
happinets of fixty penſioners. This every man in 
the ſeverat wards is ready to prove; but the Com- 
mittee have repeatedly refuſed to hear them ; and the 
Boatſwain, who was waiting to give evidence on the 


"nuiſance of the ſaid fink, was complained of, for not 


paying proper reſpe& to the Reverend Mr. Cooke, 
who was continually paſſing to and from the Com- 
mittee-Room ; for which he was turned out of his 
offices though a man of a very reſpectable character. 
This and other proceedings of the like kind, great- 
ly intimidated the penſioners, and created a general 
opinion amongſt them and the nurſes, that they 
would be puniſhed if they gave evidence. Notwith- 
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ſtanding which, great numbers of them appeared 
and I belicye'that thxy are till ready to give their 
teſtimony, which is a proof of their integrity and the 
juſtneſs of their complaints. 

„The effects of the denunciation of Lord Sand. 
wich's reſentment, by his Chaplain, on the Officers 
of the Houſe, was very evident, in the cautious 
manner, in which ſome of them gave their teſtimony 
before the Committee, on thoſe points which they 
had been accuſtomed to declare their ſentiments in 
the ſtrongeſt terms, and the moſt public manner. 
The treatment which they received before the Com- 
mittee was calculated for the ſame purpoſe : an old 
and reſpectable Officer of the Houſe was moſt groſsly 
inſulted ; and another told that his evidence was a 
libel, I was myſelf addreſſed by the Chaplain, and 
the Clerk of the Works, in the moſt vulgar terms of 
abuſe ; the latter of whom had the inſolence to re- 
proach the Naval Officers of the Houſe, as living on 
charity; and has fince knocked down a diſabled of. 
ficer of the Houſe, with his cane, within the walls of 
the Hoſpital ; which is a freſh proof of the want of 
diſcipline and due government in the Hoſpital, as 
mentioned in the printed Caſe. TY 

« It will appear, however, from the atteftation/ſub- 
Joined to the declaration of Lieutenant Lefevre, that 
a majority of the naval officers reſident in the Houſe, 


have given the fulleſt, and moſt unreſerved atteſtation, 


in ſupport of my character and conduct in the Hoſ- 
pital ; And J appeal, Gentlemen, to your candid con- 
fiderations, whether theſe atteſtations, which do me 
ſo much honour, could poſſibly have been given un- 
der ſo many diſcouraging circumſtances, but from a 
conſcientious conviction of the truth of their declara- 


tion. The declaration of Mr. Lefevre's father muſt 


be conſidered as that of a dying man; as he was dur- 
ing the whole fitting of the Committee, confined to 
his bed, and believed to be in great danger; yet 
when this paper was offered to the Committee, by 
another officer, after I had been ordered to retire 
from the Committee, it was refuſed to be heard, and 
his offer to anſwer any queſtions from the Commit- 
tee, totally diſregarded ; by which I was deprived of 
the whole of his evidence, If the naval officers of the 
Houſe, who thought proper to join in the com- 
plaints to the General Court, againſt me (though 
they could have heard or read but a ſmall part of the 
printed caſe) had had proper ideas of their duty as 
naval officers, they would have felt it as an irrefiſl- 
able duty to give the ſtrongeſt ſupport to the cauſe, 
in which the intereſts of the navy, and the ſeamen 
under their care, was ſo materially conſidered, 5 
One of thoſe Officers was ſo far from fulfilling his 
duty as a guardian of the penſioners, as to tell the 
Committee, that the men worked in copperas grounds, 
and that this dirtied and ſpoiled their Annen, rotted 
their Moes, their fockings, and their breechees. This 
cauſe, aſſigned by Captain Mapleſden, was afterwards 
fully proved to be without foundation (ſee the 6th 
day's Minutes), which fairly demonſtrates how inimi- 
cal he is to the caule of the penſioners, whom it is his 
duty to protect, though he was thus inadvertantly 


drawn in, to give evidence on the wretched tate of 


the linen, the ſhoes, and the ſtockings, 

“ With others of thoſe Officers who ſigned againſt 
me, I have had frequent diſputes, on their attempt- 
ing to take quantities of the penſioners broth, which 
they claimed as a privilege, and contended for with 


great violence, even at the Council, and alſo on re- 


ceiving ale as perquiſites from the brewer, though 
they have no right to it. This I cauſed to be ſtop- 
ped, as I apprehended that it was one cauſe of the 
great complaints about the beer of the penſioners. 
_ « Thefe Officers, for whom Captain Chads, though 
rhe youngeſt Officer in the Houſe, undertook to 
ſocak, declared before the Committee, That they 
e never heard of any complaints, but about the beer, 
and that was immediately redreſſed,“ though their 
names apprar to ſeveral Minutes of Council; copies 
of which were ſent to the Directors, in which there 
are 
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are various complaints, particularly about the ſhoes, 
ſtockings, and other neceſſaries. ogg | 

Captain Chads alſo undertook to give an high 
panegyric on the excellent moral character of the 
Reverend Mr. Cooke, in oppoſition to the account of 
his conduct which I had given in the Caſe; who has 
ſpoken neareſt the truth, on this delicate ſubject, may 
be a matter of future conteſt; but there has been laid 
before Sir Charles Hardy the Governor, a complaint 
in behalf of a poor baker in Greenwich, who has 


frequently declared, that the Reverend Mr. Cooke 


had ordered a quantity of bread from him, above 
two years apo, to be diſtributed, inſtead of money 
collected, at the Sacrament, amounting to 41. 18. 
and alſo 408. in ſilver which he ordered from him 
at the ſame time, neieher of which are paid for yet; 

and the Hoſpital is under the diſgraceful imputation 


of giving bread in charity, and running in debt with 


the baker. The Committee will probably recollect 
how anxious Mr. Cooke was, that he ſhould have full 
credit for his management of the Charities in the 
Hoſpital; particularly that given in a late ſevere win- 
ter; and in this Caſe, the baker was not paid till ſix 
months afterwards, as he the baker has averred. 

* As the characters of the ſeveral perſons who were 
called by me, underwent a ſevere ſcrutiny before the 
Committee; and as I have been deprived of the op- 
portunity of ſtating theſe facts before the Committee 


in return, it is unneceſſary to offer any apology for 


mentioning them here. 

«« Notwithſtanding the moſt unprecedented mode of 
conducting this enquiry, every fact charged, which 
has been enquired into, has been fully proved; and 
generally appeared in a ſtronger light than has been 


charged in the Caſe, particularly the linen there ſaid 


to have decreaſed in ſize and goodneſs, which was 
proved by a variety of poſitive teſtimony, and by 
ſhirts, ſheers, &c. produced before the Committee. 
Yet, though this complaint was more attended to 
than any others, it was by no means ſufficiently in- 
veſtigated, and there is at this time, a deficiency of a 
very large quantity of linen, which is allowed by the 

eſtabliſhement of the Hoſpital. e 

* But the facts which have been enquired into, make 
a very ſmall part of thoſe which are charged in the 
printed Caſe, 48 0 . 

The great charge, that landmen have been ob- 
truded into the Hoſpital contrary to Charter, to the eſta- 
bliſhment of the Founder, and his royal ſucceſſors, to 


the will of the numerous benefactors, and to the na- 


ture and end of the inſtitution, the Committee have full and fair enquiry has been finally defeated before 


poſitively and repeatedly refuſed to enquire into, 
though this is the parent of nearly all the grievances 
complained of. It was to obtain a report on this ar- 
ticle that I attended the Committee, notwithſtand- 
ing the unworthy treatment I received, and compared 

with this, I feel little anxiety about the reſt of the 
charges; as I am convinced, that if this was re- 
medied, the greater part of ehem, would of them 
ſelves fall to the ground. {= 04s 

No enquiry was made into the charges on the 
conduct of the ſeveral Officers, and underOfficers now 
in the Hoſpital, who were concerned in the improper 
management of the beer, in receipt of the ball beef, 
and other tranſactions of the like fraudulent kind; 
but ſeveral of them ſeemed inclined before the Com- 
mittee, to diſpute: even the verdict of the jury; as 
they probably would, the juſtneſs of the butchers 

man, who was tranſported. No enquiry has been 
made into the bad ſtate of the ſhoes, which was ſo 
fully proved before the Council, and which are worſe 
In every reſpect than thoſe ſerved in common work- 
houſes ; the - ſtockings, which are in ſtill a. worſe 
ſtate, have alſo not been enquired into; and are to- 
tally incapable of defence or palliation. 

„The whole buſineſs of the Charity Stock, in 
which is involved ſo many abuſes, has not. been taken 
the leaſt notice of by the Committee, though charged 
at length in the Caſe, and though the drunkenneſs ſo 
frequently imputed, as a reaſon for treating the pen- 
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ſioners with contempt, is occaſioned by improperly 
giving ſo many of them money, inſtead of proviſions. 
The improper admiſſion and treatment of the 
boys, and every other circumſtance relating to them, 
were alſo neglected. The evidence which I. offered, 
to prove the miſchiefs and terrors ro which the blind 
and feeble men are ſubjected, by the removal of the 
poſts and rails, were all refuſed to be heard. 
Of the number of Officers widows now ſerving 
in the mean capacity of common nurſes, under ſpin- 
ſters who have no claim to the eſtabliſhment, no 
notice has been taken. | | 
Many of the matters which have been men- 
tioned, were very ſlightly inveſtigated , as the queſ- 
tion, whether the Hoſpital is finiſhed or not; and 
nothing has been offered on the ſubject, except the 
extravagant idea of the Clerk of the Works, that 
the Derwentwater eſtate was granted in perpetuity to 
finiſh the building. The ſeveral circumſtances re- 
lating to the ouſting the penſioners; and the en- 
croachmen's by landmen, in different parts of the Hoſ- 


pital, were very lightly enquired into. 


„The bad ſtate of the Infirmary the Committee 
refuſcd to view ; and have heard no evidence but 
that'of Mr. Mylne; which can be fully controverted. 

* The matter of the Painted Hall was ſlightly 
inveſtigated, and appeared as ſtated-in the printed 
Caſe. But had the Committee viſited it themſelves, 
they muſt have ſeen many defects which were never 
obſerved before; and it is now doubtful whether 
it is not now injured by the great expence attending 
the cleaning of it. 

The many inconveniencies and loſſes which have 
happened to the Hoſpital, from the very ſlight man- 
ner of examining and paſſiing the accounts by the 
Directors; particularly, the great loſs in the Caſe of 
Mr. Ellis, from the ineffectual checks on the Stew- 


ard's Office; and the large ſums which are annually 
expended under the head of Neceſſary Works, from 


the reports of the Clerk of the Works, with very 
little examination or controul. Theſe, with many 
others, moſt material objects of enquiry (which may 
hereafter be more carefully enumerated) were all re- 
ferred to the Committee by the General Court; but 
have either not been inveſtigated, or the evidence 
which was offered, refuſed to be heard. And on 
many of tliem the Committee might have had the 
beſt information and evidence, by examining the 
matters themſelves, which they declined to do. 
<« But the great fineſſe by which every purpoſe of 


the Committee, has been, that on many occaſions, 
when I ſtrongly preſſed that my evidence might be 
heard, I was told by Mr. Cuſt, the Chairman, that 
it was not proper now, but that when Mr. Morgan 
had gone through the charges againſt his clients, 
whatever matter I ſhould then declare had not been 
inveſtigated, or properly enquired into, ſhould be 
fully heard under the general head of charges againſt 
the Directors: this promiſe, Mr. Cuſt particularly 
repeated, when the gowns of the nurſes were ſhewn 
to him; which complaint was fo evidently juſt, that 
he appeared to think it would not be diſputed. And 
he very frequently declared that the Committee could 
not finiſh their enquiries for ſeveral months. 

«* Burt on the day in which the charges ſelected by 
Mr. Morgan were to be finiſhed, Mr. Cuſt did not 
attend, and another Chairman appeared, who be- 
haved in the moſt unwarrantable and arbitrary man- 
ner; refuſed to hear evidence on almoſt every ſubject; 
treated every attempt to impeach the conduct of the 
Directors as a perſonal inſult, which he reſented with 
great violence; and decided upon ſcveral ſubjects of 
debate without attending to any other authorities or 
arguments than his own, which generally was, that 
there were different opinions about the matter, and 


that was all he could learn about it. 


« I was at length ordered to withdraw; after which 
the Officers of the Council, whoſe evidence had 
been finiſhed, and they had withdrawn, were called 


If 
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in again, and the examination into the complaints 
againſt me reſumed in my abſence. 


On the breaking up of the meeting, 1 was in- 


formed that the next meeting would be to examine 


into the charges againſt the Directors; and that they 


ſhould want nobody but themſelves. 3 
« Thus, all the promiſes of Mr. Cuſt, and the 
expectations which had prevented me from making 
any objections in the courſe of the enquiry, were 
defeated. | | 1 
I now find that the taſk which I have under- 


taken, to enumerate the ſeveral objections to the 


conduct of the Committee, much too great to be 
effected in this letter; as it requires an enumeration 
of the whole, and appears much ſtronger in the pro- 
ceedings taken at length, than in this abſtract of 
them. As I have laid a full account of the proceed- 
ings before Council, I muſt wait for their opinion 
and aſſiſtance. But I thought i ſhould have been 
inexcuſable to myſelf, to the penſioners, and to this 
Court, if I did not make an attempt (however ſlender 
my hopes may be) to induce you to review and con- 


fider well all your proceedings againſt me, in this 


ſtage of the buſineſs. 

elt is neceſſary, my Lords and Gentlemen, for 
your own honour and reputation, as well as for the 
cauſe of truth and juſtice, and the weltare of the pen- 
ſioners under your care, that you ſhould review the 


proceedings in the moſt diſpaſſionate manner. I 
cannot yet ſuppoſe but there are here ſeveral Gen- 
tlemen who will not ſubmit to become inſtruments 


of oppreſſion, and that they will declare the Com- 
mittee was improperly appointed for the inveſtigation 
of truth, (on which ever ſide it 1s) or for the clear- 


ing the characters of the ſeveral parties — that the 


8 were irregular and arbitrary; and that it 
roke up in a manner which will not do honour to 


any of thoſe concerned in it. 


« Attempts may be made to hold me our to all 


future Officers of the Houſe, who ſhall dare to ſup- 
pole that there are abuſes in Greenwich Hoſpital — 
and I may ſuffer for having made thoſe complaints— 
but I will not patiently ſubmit to opprefſiion. 1 
muſt ſomewhere be fairly heard; and as the whole 
matter is now ſub judice; and as I have a great num- 
ber of affidavits ot men of character, ready to pro- 
duce and oppoſe to the volumes ſworn againſt me in 


the King's-Bench, by the parties who have moved 
for informations, I truſt, my conduct will not be 


- prejudiced by the General Court; for I never had 
the leaſt wiſh to attract the attention of any of the 


public on the affairs of the Hoſpital, if I could poſ- 


 fibly avoid it; and as a faithful ſervant to his Ma- 


jeſty, [ am particularly deſirous of avoiding every 


thing which may tend to diſturb the minds of the 
ſeamen at fo critical a moment as the preſent; I 


therefore anxiouſly wiſh to gain the attention of the 


Court, ſo far as may be neceſſary to put a ſtop to 


the principal evils complained of in the management 


of the Hoſpital, which diſturbs the comfort and 
happineſs of the penſioners, as there may then be no 
neceſſity for purſuing the retroſpective view of the 


various cauſes any further. 


„well know the prejudices which are enter- 
tained againſt me; I have told truths of a very 


_ unpleaſant nature; and I have ſtated facts, which 


are conſidered as reflections by thoſe to whom I pro- 


fels perſonal eſteem ; and others to whom I owe per- 
| lonal obligations. But when | made this attempt, 


to obtain a reformation of all the abuſes in Green- 


wich Hoſpital, and a thorough inveltigation of the 


ſeveral cauſes, in ordcr to prevent them for the fu- 


ture, I thought it my duty to tell the truth, and the 


whole truth, or that I ſhould otherwiſe betray the 
cauſe which I meant to ſupport. If I have erred, it 
has been on the ſide of a very ſincere zeal; and if I 
have been imprudent, it has been principally at my 


on hazard; but I can ſolemnly aſſure you, Gentle- 


men, that | had not the ſmalleſt perſonal intereſt or 
vicw in any ot the complaints which I have laid be- 
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fore the General Court; and that there are none of 
them but what I thought it my indiſpenſible duty to 
make, in behalf of a body of men who have deſerved 
well of their country. 3 5 
„ have the honour to be, with great reſpect, 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 
| Four moſt obedient and 
* moſt humble ſervant, _ 
| . | „ TromMas BaiLLiz,”. 
P. S. I muſt now beg leave earneſtly to repeat 
my former application, to be furniſhed, by order of 


the Court, not only with copies of the ſeveral charges 


retorted upon me, by the Directors of the Hoſpital, 
and by the ſeveral Officers of the Houſe, and of the 
Clerks, Turncock. Labourers, &c. who have been 
urged to ſign complaints againſt me, to the Board of 
Admiralty, and to the General Court; and likewiſe 
that you will order me to be furniſhed with copies of 
all ſuch letters to the Directors, from ſeveral Officers 
of the Infirmary, complaining of che defective ſtate 
of the wood work in their apartments; and alſo 
copies of all ſuch Minutes or Proceedings of the 
Directors, as myſelf or Council may think neceſſary 
for my defence, in his Majeſty's Court of King's- 
Bench, which I truſt will not be refuſed me; eſpe- 
cially as the contracting butcher was furniſhed by 
the Hoſpital with all ſuch papers as were thought by 
him and his Council to be neceſſary to ſtrengthen his 
defence againſt the Hoſpital, in the action brought 
againſt him, in the Court of King's-Bench, for the 
ſeveral breaches of his contract, in ſupplying the 
poor penſioners with the fleſh of bulls and bull ſtags, 
inſtead of good fat ox beef, agreeable to contract. 
« Royal Hoipital for Seamen, at) 
Greats Lach Aug. 1779.” ; | Tnouas BaILLIE," 

Q. Who do you refer to, in that account, that 
ſtruck the Officer ? | | 5 . 

A. The Clerk of the Works. N 

Q. What is the name of the Boatſwain that is 
turned out?! | | 

A. Boatſwain Gough; it does not appear in the 
Minutes of the Houſe, that he was turned out for that 
offence ; but that was the ground of his diſmiſſion, 
though he had never been complained of in the 
courſe of eight years before. 5 

Q. Who did you refer to, that ſtruck the Officer? 


And what is his name? | 


A. Mr. Mylne, the Clerk of the Works; I believe 
it was becauſe he gave a favourable evidence on my 
account. Mr, Morgan ſaid his evidence was a libel. 
I have in my haad the declaration of Lieutenant 
Lefevre, which he ſigned on his death-bed, that was 
refuſed to be read by the Committee. I beg to ob- 


- ſerve, that the preſent Lieutenant-Governor took a 


very active part in complaining againſt me, though 
he had not ſeen the printed Caſe. beforehand, except 
for a ſhort time, Whenever I produced a witneſs 
before the Committee of Directors, the Council 
books were ſearched, to look into their characters for 
a number of years back, before they were permitted 
to give evidence. I muſt beg leave to obſerve, I 
had all the depoſitions in my hand that were prepar- 
ed for my defence, in the Court of King's Bench, I 
tendered them to the General Court; they were re- 
fuſed, and the anſwer was, they were not come to 
hear evidence upon oath, but to receive the report of 
the Committee; and many papers which I had appli- 
ed for, to the General Court and Board of Directors, 
were refuſed to me; though the contracting butcher 
was furniſhed with every thing he thought neceſſary 
for his defence, in the action inſtituted againſt him 
for fraud. 8 OR 

Q. Whether you was ever called upon, by that 
Committee of Directors, to prove your book? 

A. There is a letter on your Lordſhips table, which 
I wrote to the Committee of Directors, as they were 
to inveſtigate the grounds of the ſeveral complaints 
made by me, that I might be permitted to prove 
them, in the order in which they were in the printed 


Q. Did 
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Q Did you defire | to prove your book before that 
Committee? 
A. I deſired to prove the Caſe, from the beginning 
to the end, before the Committee. 


Q Did they grant that requeſt? 
A. They did not; for my witneſſes were refuſed 


tobe heard; where they thought there was matter 


to be collected for the King's Bench, they were in- 
clined to go on, they ſeemed to regard nothing elſe, 

Q. You was prevented in proving the an of 
your complaint, by that Committee? 

A. In a vatiety of inſtances. 

Q. Did, you defire to call witneſſes that were 
refwed ? 

A. Yes, Mr. Charles Lefevre; when he was called 
into the room, the Rev. Mr. Cooke was frightened ; 
he thought he was at ſea ; he ſtarted up, objected to 


þis evidence, and Mr. Lefevre was ordered out of the 


room. 

Who was Chairman at that time ? 
A: Mr. Barker; it was the laſt day of the 
_ enquiry. 

a Non was not fuflered to produce him as a 
witneſs ? 

A. I was not; and his father's VR weak hi on his 
death-bed was refuſed to be heard. Captain All- 
wright carried it a ſecond time, and it was refuſed. 
There were a number of blind men ready to give 
evidence; it was ſaid the labouring men wore out 
their ſhoes and ſtockings at hard labour; I thought 
the blind men proper evidences, as there could not be 
that objection to them; they attended ſeven days, 
their evidence was at laft refuſed. 

2. You offered to call them, and they were 
refuſed ? 


A. Yes; in a varicty of inſtances, Boatſwain 


Gough's was alſo refuſed ; the whole was conducted 


as Mr, Morgan thought proper. Mr. Cuſt told me I 
ſhould be heard when he had done; but the witneſſes 
were never heard, 

Q. Mr. Cuſt told you, as Chairman, that you 
ſhould be heard when Mr, Morgan was done? 

A, Yes. 

A. va you remind the Court of his promiſe * 3 

A. Yes; there was not the leaſt attention paid 
to it. 

Q. When the enquiry commented, did you lead 

it, to prove your caſe? Or did Mr. Morgan begin it 
with any thing elſe? 
A. Mr. Morgan had it prepared and drawn out 
into a book, and went on as he pleaſed ; ſometimes he 
opened my caſe at the beginning, ſometimes the 
middle, and where he pleaſed. I aſked who he was? 
They ſaid a- Counſellor, brought down there to lead 
the enquiry and dire& it. 

Q. Who told you ſo ? 

A. Mr. Cuſt ſaid ſo; nobody ene it. 

Q You objected to it? 

A. Yes; there was a Gentleman at my houſe; I 


deſired he might be preſent, which was granted; but 


this man at my elbow, the Short-hand writer, came 
down to take Minutes ; he was turned out. 

Q. Did the Court call firſt upon you, or Mr. Mor- 
gan, to examine the witneſles ? 

A. They would read a paſſage, and fay to me, 
Prove that. 

Q. When a nah was called, who was firſt to ex- 
amine him, you or Mr. Morgan? 

A. There was nothing but a ſcene of confuſion; 
when I atked a queſtion it was generally objected to. 

When a witneſs. was called, was Mr. Morgan 
called upon firſt to examine that witnels, or you ? 

A. I cannot ſay as to that. 

Q. Was your book regularly read through? 

A. Not a word of it; only ſuch paſlages as they 
thought fit to pitch upon. 

Q. deſire to aſk, if he recollects, what reaſons 
were given for turning Lefevre out of the room ? 
A. I knew of no other reaſon than that the Rev. 
Mr. Cooke got up and objected to his evidence; he 
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ſaid he had been under examination before, and he 


was not to be admitted afterwards; though, on a | 


ſimilar caſe, Mr. Mylne produced a witneſs, a Mr, 
Adams, who gave evidence, though, I believe, he 
had never ſeen the Infirmary before; he ſaid he 
could not attend another day, and his evidence was 
admitted on ſeveral points. 

Q. Had Lefevre been examined TUE ? 


A. He had not been examined, he having been at 


ſea; he was very abruptly turned out of the room. 
Q. You ſaid Mr. Cooke went about the Hoſpital 
encouraging people to ſign complaints againſt you; 
how do you know that? 
A. I was told ſo by ſome of the people that refuſed 
to ſign it. 


Q You ſaid a Mr. Morgan, a lawyer, was em- 


ployed again you ? 


Q. Had you any lawyer | ? 
A. No; nor I was informed of their inten- 
tion. 


Q. Who was that gentleman that was at your 


houle ? 
A. A Clerk in the Stamp Office. 
Q He never practiſed the law. 
No; I believe not. 

T2. do you know that Captain Mapleſden 
had never read your book, when he ſigned the 
1 | 

There were very few delivered out; I bilieve 
43 Caſe that was produced at the Council of Green- 
wich Hoſpital, was the very Caſe I delivered to Lord 


Sandwich; Captain Mapleſden produced it; I believe 


the Reverend Mr. Cooke gave it to him; how he, Mr. 
Cooke, came by it I cannot tell. Ma leſden took: i it 
from under his coat, and ſaid it was a book lately 


publiſhed by the Lieutenant- Governor; I was ſurpriſed 


co ſee; unknown to me, that a full Council of the 
Officers of the Houſe had been got together, and 
Captain Mapleſden attempted to ſelect paſſages out 
of my book that were obnoxious to the Officers of 
Greenwich Hoſpital ; but he could not. 


Q. How do you know that Captain Mapleſden 
had not ſeen the book but a few minutes before he 


ſigned the paper?ꝰ 

A. 1 believe ſo, becauſe he could not ot pitch upon 
a paſſage obnoxious to the Naval Officers of that 
Hoſpital; after that Mr. Cooke took it, and he could 


not find a paſſage; then Mr. Godby took it, and 


pitched upon a Faſſage about removing a fink at his 
door. 

Q You have ſaid that ſeveral perſons v were ſtir- 
red up againſt you, how do you know that? 

A. From what the people told me. 

Q. You ſaid that the Boatſwain was turned out 


for not pulling his hat off to the Reverend Mr. 


Cooke ? 


A. I ſaid I verily believed, that that was the man's 


offence, 


Q. What reaſon have you to believe that? You 


ſaid that was the only reaſon of his being turned out, 


| * did you ground your judgment upon? 


know this man was ſeveral days waiting to 
give ee I attempted to get him in, Mr. Cooke 
ſaw him there ; he would not be turned away from 
giving evidence ; as he was waiting, he aſked a bro- 
ther Boatſwain why he pulled his hat off ſo often to 
Mr. Cooke, and ſaid, I pulled my hat off ac firſt, and 
I don't chuſe to repeat it; upon that this man was 
complained of by Mr. Cooke, to Captain Chads, and 


he put him on the Complaint-book. He came to me 


and told his ſtory ; I adviſed the man to go to Mr. 
Cooke, and aſk his pardon for any offence he had 
given him; he ſaid no, he would not forgive him, 
he ſhould be tried by the Council of the Houſe, 1 
believe that intimidated the penſioners very much ; 
the Committee were then fitting. 

Q. Was the complaint for not pulling his hat off ? 

A. Thar is not the complaint put down, but that 
is the ground ef it. 

* Q Have 
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Q. II ave you heard any other complaint? 
A. Only I believe for not paying proper reſpect to 


the Reverend Mr. Cooke. There is not a more re- 


ſpectable character of a ſeaman in Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital, or in England, than this poor man. | 
Q. You ſay there was encouragement given or of- 


fered to perſons that would ſign a paper againſt you; 


how do you know that ? 

A. I know that Mr. Cooke went about telling the 
Officers, that the book was obnoxious to my Lord 
Sandwich and the Director s. | 

Q. That is not an anſwer to the queſtion ; you 
ſaid, in your evidence, that encouragements were 
given to the people that would ſign a paper againſt 
you; I want to know how you know that? 

A. The Reverend Mr, Cooke went to Lieutenant 
Gordon, and ſaid, here is a letter abuſing Lord Sand- 
wich; the man himſelf told me of it. 1 

Q. That is not evidence? | 

A. I cannot have other evidence; Mr. Cooke 
would not tell me that himſelf. 1 

Q. I want to confine yourſelf to things of your own 
knowledge. | | 


A, 1 can tell your Lordſhips one very 1 in- 
in 


ſtance of preferment which has been given ſince, 
and probably might have been offered before; there 
is one Cook, (not the Reverend Mr. Cooke) Clerk 


to the late Committee; that man, ſince this, (for 
his good ſervices upon that occaſion, I cannot con- 
ceive it was for any thing elſe) his ſon, who had been 


at fea two years and an half, or three years at moſt, 
upon coming home he was made a Lieurenant. 


Q. Lord Sandwich. Does Captain Baillie ſay this 


man had been but three years at ſea, and was made 
a Lieutenant; what is his name ? 
A. Cook. ot 
Q. Had he been but three years at ſea? 
A. He was at School in Greenwich; he might be 
put on the books of a yacht, but that is not actually 
bing at ſea, nor is he above 17 years of age, though 
the inſtructions ſay they ſhall be 20 years of age. 
My Lords, there are other inſtances of favours grant- 
ed to people who complained againſt me, 

Q. How do you know that this man, being made a 
Lieutenant, was as a gratification to Cook for his 
ſervices in this affair of the Hoſpital ? | 

A. Becauſe I verily believe no ſuch irregular ap- 
pointment would otherwiſe, have taken place. 
How do you know that this was an irregular 
appointment ? | 
A. Becauſe in 40 years ſervice, I never knew an 
inſtance before of a perſon who had been only three 
years actually at ſea being appointed to a Lieute- 
nancy; beſides, he is not above 17 years of age, 
and he ought to be 20; he is but 17 or 18 at the 
outſide. I beg to ſay, I am now upon my oath, 1 


don't wiſh to conceal one circumſtance of my con- 
the Surveyor ; did Mr. Morgan ſtate what that charge 


duct in Greenwich Hoſpital. 
3 Captain Baillie withdrew, 


Mr. COWLEY called in. 


Q beg to know what employment you are in? 
A. I am Clerk to the Stamp Office. | 
' Q. What trade are you ? ET 
A. I am a Stationer. 
Q. Was you ever bred to the law? 

A, I never was at the bar; I had never any kind 
of knowledge of the law but what was accidental. 

Q. Inform the Houſe whether you attended the 
Committee of Enquiry at Greenwich Hoſpital, that 
were to enquire into Captain Baillie's complaint? 

A. I did, Bo 

Q. What day ? 

A. It is fo great a diſtance of time I cannot remem- 
ber the dates; I have Minutes I can refreſh my 
memory with (looks at his Minutes), it was the 18th 
of April, 1778. | 

Q_ Was that the firſt day the Committee met ? 

A. It was the firſt day. 


was a deal of perſonal animoſity to Captain Baillie ; 


Charges. 
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Q. Give an account of the proceedings of that 
Committee, | : 5 
A. They are exceeding voluminous; I could be 
glad to anſwer any pointed queſtion, RIES 
Qi. Did the Committee firſt call upon Captain 
Baillie to make good the charges in his book ? 
A. At the firſt opening of the Committee, there 


were very long and dilagreeable altercations; there 


the matter was very much diſputed in what manner 
they ſhould go on ; Captain Baillie produced a letter, 
and read, direCting in what manner he thought they 
ſhould proceed ; and it was propoſed to the Com- 
mittee, either to take the caſe fairly from the begin- 
ning to the end, or to take that letter, in which I 
believe there were eighteen charges drawn up. The 
Chairman ſaid, we will direct the enquiry in what 
manner we think proper, and defired Mr. Morgan 
to go on; Mr, Morgan produced a number of 


Q. Did they determine that they would proceed in 
either of thoſe ways ? | | 
A. The only anſwer we had was, we will not take 
direction from you, we will conduct it in what man- 
ner we think proper ; any thing propoſed by Cap- 
tain Baillie was immediately rejected. | 

Q. Who began the enquiry ? 

A. Mr. Morgan, 

Q. What did they begin with ? 
A. The firſt enquiry was under a number of 
charges Mr. Morgan had ſtrung together, which he 
called charges againſt the Surveyor. Mr, Morgan called 
himſelf Counſel there, in conſequence of a number 
of complaints made at the Admiralty againſt Captain 
Baillie ; that the complaints at the Admiralty were 
the ground of the proceedings. > 

Q. When Mr. Morgan ſaid he had collected 
charges againſt Captain Baillie, were any copies of 
thoſe charges delivered to Captain Baillie ? I 

A. No; he did afterwards let the names of the 
perſons be taken down. Copies of the complaints 
againſt Captain Baillie were frequently requeſted by 
Captain Baillie, but always refuſed. | N 

Q. Did they proceed on Captain Baillie's com- 
plaints as conducted by himſelf, or on complaints 
againſt Captain Baillie, or Captain Baillie's complaints 
taken and conducted by Mr. Morgan? 

A. There were continual diſputes with Mr. Mor- 
gan and Captain Baillie on the manner in which he 
carried it on; he collected thoſe paſſages he thought 
moſt advantageous to his clients; they were general- 
ly thoſe aggravating expreſſions that they thought 
might found an action in the King's Bench; the 
queſtion, whether the penſioners were well fed, or 
whether landmen were there, was no part of the en- 
quiry at all. . | 

Q. The firſt thing they called a charge againſt . 
was? | 
A. No; he turned, as far as my memory goes, 
to page 9, and ſaid, prove that Captain Baillie ſaid, 
© I did not know what you was going to enquire on, 
if you will permit me either to follow the order of 
the book, or the letter which he had drawn up by 
the advice of Counſel; in that caſe he would take 
care the witneſſes ſhould be ready when called upon, 
but that it was impoſſible for him to be provided for 
what Mr. Morgan might aſk him z* and wherever we 
were pretty well prepared, that was not called tor * 

Q. Did that irregularity continue ? | 

A. Yes, it encreaſed at the concluſion. The evi- 
dence in a great variety of caſes was refuſed ; the firſt 
inſtance was the buſineſs of the Infirmary, Captain 
Baillie was aſtoniſhed that they ſhould diſpute the 
account of the Infirmary. I believe the Officers of 
the Infirmary had made complaints of their apart- 
ments; Mr. Mylne acknowledged he had thoſe let- 
ters in his pocket; Captain Baillie deſired thoſe let- 
ters might be produced; Mr. Morgan ſaid, I won't 
ſuffer my clients to produce evidence againſt rhem- 

IeiVeS 3 


J oOrDs.. « 3 


felves; the matter was preſſed for the Committee to 
viſit the Infirmary ? | 

Q. Did the Committee refuſe to ſee the Infirmary ? 

A. Tes. 3 

Q. How far is the Infirmary from where they 
fat ? | | 


ledged he had the letters in his pocket of the com- 
plaints of the officers; Captain Baillie defired him to 
produce them, Mr. Mylne would not admit it. 
Q. Did Mr. Morgan call Mr. Mylne his client ? 
A. Yes, he did ; all the perſons that complained 
againſt Captain Baillie were his clients. | 
Who was the Chairman of the Committee? 
A. Mr. Cuſt the firſt fix days, Mr. Barker the laſt 
day. | | a 
Q. Was he preſent at any of the other meetings? 
A. Only one of the meetings ; I believe the third. 
Q. At the laſt meeting, what was determined ? 
A. Nothing determined; there was a ſcene of con- 
fuſion and altercation. 


Q. Did he, at the laſt meeting, refuſe to hear the 


evidence Captain Baillie produced ? ; 
A. Almoſt in every inſtance; one was the blind 
men, who had been affected by the removal of ſome 


poſts and rails round the Hoſpital, by which they 


were liable to many accidents ; he deſired they might 
be called in; Mr. Barker would not let them; he 
ſaid it was of no kind of conſequence. F 
Q. Were all the Members of the Committee 
Directors of the Hoſpital ? | 

A. As far as I underſtood. . 

Q. Who attended on the firſt day? _ 

A. Mr. Cuſt, Mr. Wells, Mr. Savary, and Mr. 
Reynolds. On the ſecond day, I believe, the ſame 
Members were preſent. On the third day, Mr, 
Cuſt, Mr. Barker, and Mr. Reynolds ; that was the 
day on which Mr. Barker attended, I believe, rather 
more than an hour; he came in late. On the fourth 
day, Mr. Cuſt, Mr. Wells, and Mr. James, the 
latter of whom attended then for the firſt time. On 
the fifth day, Mr. Cuſt, Sir Merrick Burrell, Mr. 
James, and Mr. Reynolds; Captain Baillie ſeemed 
to ſuffer a great Joſs in the want of the attendance 
of Sir Merrick Burrell. The ſixth meeting, Mr. 
Cuſt, Mr. Wells, and Mr. Reynolds. The ſeventh 
meeting, Mr. Barker, Mr. James, and Mr. Wells; 


but no one Member attended the whole ſeven meet- 


ings. | 
. Do you ſpeak that with certainty ? 2 
A. Yes; Mr. Cuſt was preſent at fix, not at th 

ſeventh. | 

Q. Did Captain Baillie approve of the mode of 
the Directors enquiring into their own conduct? 

A. It was the conſtant matter of diſpute ; he ſaid 
their enquiry was as improper as their conduct. 


Q Did they enquire whether landmen were ap- 


pointed contrary to the Charter ? 


faid it was not a ſubject referred to them, and they 
would not enquire into it. Captain Baillie urged 
that it was the chief matter of complaint, and that 
if the landmen were removed, that would, he thought, 
remedy all the other complaints; and as they would 
not enquire into that, he took up his hat, and was 
going out of the room, but did not go. | 

Q. Whether they made an enquiry whether the 
landmen were appointed contrary to the Charter? 

A. After about an hour's altercation, when Cap- 
tain Baillie inſiſted on the point as a material object 
of the enquiry by the Committee, Mr. Cuſt in par- 
ticular ſaid, that it did not appear that it was any 
matter referred to them; though it was proper for 
the conſideration of Parliament, it was none of their 
\ buſineſs; it was very much urged, that it was a 
charge in Captain Baillie's book, and they ought to 
have enquired into the ground of it. 

Q. Whether there was any enquiry concerning 
Wards taken from the penſioners to convert into 
lodgings for landmen. | 


A. It came in only collaterally ; the Committee 


did view the gallery in Mr. Ibbetſon's apartments, 


to ſee how far Mr. Ibbetſon had gained of the gal- 
lery ; on viewing the gallery and reading the Caſe, I 
thought it was as it is deſcribed in Captain Baillie's 


A. About a hundred yards; Mr. Mylne acknow- 


Did the Committee enquire into the particu- 
lars of tak ing off the Wards as deſcribed in the book ? 
A. They were frequently mentioned collaterally 
there was no enquiry into it. | | 
Q. Did they enquire reſpeCting the bull beef? 
A. It was mentioned; I underſtood that all the 
facts reſpecting the bull beef were admitted. 
Q. Did they enquire into the conduct of the Ste- 
ward and the Clerk of the Cheque, in receiving the 


bull beef? . 
A. They ſaid that the Steward and Clerk of the 
Cheque ſaid it was good beef, and ſeemed to ſay 


the charge was not true; I can read the facts at 
length as taken at the time of the Committee; we ſat 
down while it was freſh in our memory, and took 
the facts down in order to aſſiſt Captain Baillie's 


Counſel ; if the Houſe wiſh it, I can read that or 


any other parts from the Minutes, 


Q. Was it ſtated that it was the duty of the Ste- | 


ward and Clerk of the Cheque to take care- that 
bull beef was not delivered; was it enquired whe- 
ther they were to blame or not in not attending to 
that ? BS q 
A. Captain Baillie urged the fact; the Clerks 


ſeemed to urge, that if it was true, they had been 


deceived. : 
Q. Was there any enquiry into their condutt ? 
A. Into the Steward's conduct there was, pretty 


warmly. | 


Q. As to Captain Baillie's complaints ? 
A. Complaints that Mr. Morgan thought pro- 


per; Captain Baillie and I were paſſive, as Mr. 


Cuſt allowed, after Mr. Morgan had gone through 
his points, we ſhould be at liberty to take it up. 
Q Was there any enquiry into the conduct of 


the Clerk of the Cheque and Steward why they ſuf- 


fered bull beef ſo long to be impoſed upon the men ? 
A. There were a great many queſtions of that ſort ; 


I can turn to it in the Minutes. 
Mr, Cowley, the Witneſs, reads as follows : 


The paragraph at the bottom of page 53, in the 
printed Caſe, viz. The Caſe is now greatly al- 


« tered; and though almoſt every neceſſary has been 


e for ſeveral years growing worſe, it was not till 


the appointment of the late and preſent Steward, 
* that the grievances arrived at ſuch a height, which 


% impoſition impoſſible.” Fe 
Mr. Morgan then deſired the Lieutenant-Gover- 


nor to prove this general charge, who ſaid he would 
A. That was a ſubject of altercation ; Mr. Cuſt 


prove it by a number of facts, and that if the Com- 
mittee would call in any of the penſioners, they 
would all ſay the ſame thing; to which Mr. Mor- 
gan ſaid, that particular inſtances did not prove a 
general charge; and Mr. Cuſt ſaid the penſioners 
would ſay any thing they were bid. 


It was therefore determined, that there was no 


proof of the general charge. 
The charge in page 56, was then read, and Captain 


Allwright called in, to whom it was alſo read; he 


ſaid that he was the Captain of the Week there men- 
tioned; that he had obſerved the meat to be bad, 


and proceeded, as ſtated in the Caſe. That when 


the Steward firſt refuſed to conſent to a ſurvey on 
the meat, Godby ſaid that there ſhould be no ſur- 
vey, as he did not ſend for the Captain of the Week. 
This idea of the Steward's, and the whole matter on 
which it was grounded, Captain Allwright ſaid had 
been the cauſe of many diſagreeable diſputes in the 
Hoſpital; that there was a clauſe in the contract, in 
which it was agreed, that if the Steward thought any 


meat delivered was not agreeable to the terms of the 


. contract, 


makes any longer acquieſcence under fraud and 
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contract, he ſhould ſend to the Captain and Lieute- 
nant. of the Week, that a ſurvey ſhquld be taken by 


— 


them and the Clerk of the Cheque, and on due 


examination, the meat rejected; Hut the Steward, 
who probably read nothing but his contracts and 
accounts, did not ſeem to know that none of the 
parties who made theſe contracts had any authority 
over the Naval Officers of the eſtabliſhment, and 
that they certainly could not place them under the 
command of the Steward, or entitle him to fend 
for them wheneyer he thought proper. That the 


Naval Officers were ordered by their Commiſſion and 


inſtructions to attend to complaints of the penſioners, 


and that they are to apply the proper remedy on 


the ſpot without delay; or if this is not in their 
power, or the power of the Council of the Houle, 
they are to lay the ſame before the Lords of the 


Admiralty, having nothing whatever to do with the 


Board of Directors. | > EB 
Q. Whether there was any enquiry made into the 
conduct of the Officers of the Houſe why they ſuf- 
fered this abuſe to ſubſiſt ſo long a time? 
A. One of the Maſter Cooks of the Hoſpital 
(not Moore) ſaid that the meat when it was objected 


to was better than what was uſually bought in the 


markets; the general imprefſion on my mind, as 
far as I recolle& at this diſtance of time, was, that 
the Clerks of the Steward and Cheque ſeemed to 
diſpute every thing ſaid of the meat, and inſiſted it 
was better than what could be bought in the town; 
but in general the Clerks ſeemed to be of one opinion, 


the Naval Officers of another; the Clerks ſaid it was 


good, the Naval Officers ſaid it was bad. | 

Q. Was the contract renewed with the ſame. Con- 

tractor? | 5 
A. It was; they ſaid his being convicted of fraud 


Was no reaſon why he ſhould not be dealt with again. 


Q Did they enquire whether there was bad and 
ſour {mall beer mixed with water, turned into the 
_ penſioners dining-room for their ule ? | 


# 


A. There was no particular enqui 
the printed Caſe were moſtly admitted to be true 
they were in full as ſtrong terms in the Minutes of 
the Hoſpital. as in, the printed Caſe ; they allowed 
the facts were true, only they were carried too far. 
. Was there any enquiry whether bad ſhoes and 
ſtockings were delivered to the penſioners? 

A. There was a good deal of enquiry into the 


much 


| mitted to be true, though aggravated; it ap- 


peared to me to be the moſt fraudulent buſineſs that 


ever was, a ſcandalous fraud of many thouſand yards 
of linen. | 
Qi. Was there any deciſion of the Court that that 
charge was well founded ? BP | 
A. The Court always ordered us to withdraw, 
when they came to any reſolution ; por would they 
read it afterwards ; every thing, I found, almoſt was 
denied; and the facts that were proved, were ſaid 
not to be proved? 

Q. Did Captain B 
-called in ? | | 

A. Tes. | — 
Q. Did they receive the report of the perſons 
that meaſured the linen ? 

A. I believe I could venture to ſay, that they 
were not admitted or paid any attention-to, | 

Q. Did Captain Baillie deſire the Committee to 
examine the ſheets and ſhirts in the wards ? 

A. A good deal was ſaid of that; Captain Baillie, 
after having examined the ſheets and ſhirts, ſaid it 
might be ſuppoſed that he had been culling the ſhirts 
and-ſheets ; go and examine the wards, go into any 
of the wards of the Hoſpital, I don't care.where it 
is, you may have an opportunity of examining the 
ſhirrs on the penſioners backs. 

Q. Was there any enquiry about the waſhing of 
the linen? | 


illie defire the witneſſes to be 


_ 


which he was turned out. 


ry; the facts in 


F Laon 058; 
A. There was a good deal mentioned about wath. 
ing the linen; that was the day Sir Merrick Burrell 


was there; ut was very fairly enquired into upon the 
whole; the Nurſes were produced; Mr. Morgan, 


whenever we produced evidence, would not permit 


Captain Baillie to go on, but ſomebody was to con- 
trovert that evidence; but, upon the whole, it was 


proved, by the evidence of three or four Nurſes, 
and by the evidence of ſome of the penſioners, that 


the linen was in a ſhocking ſtate, ſome of it mere 


filth, ſuch as no man could put on. 


Q. Was there any enquiry about the fink com- 
plained of as a nuiſance ? e 

A. There was no enquiry upon it; it was often 
mentioned; Captain Baillie ſaid the evidences had 
been waiting ſeveral days; but it was conſtantly re- 


fuſed or evaded; and they were never heard during 


the ſeven days. It was on that account Boatſwain 
Gough waited, when he incurred the offence on 


Q. Was there any enquiry into the ſtate of the 
Infirmary ? | | 1 5 

A. Except the evidence of Mr. Mylne himſelf, I 
believe there was no other evidence; the letters were 
refuſed ; I examined the Infirmary ; I thought it was 
in a worſe ſtate than the printed Caſe repreſents ; the 


windows were falling in; the appearance was ſo re- 


markable, it muſt ſtrike any body that went into 
it; ſome of the ſills of the windows, two or three, 
were quite rotten. | 
Q. Did you attend in the Court of King's- Bench? 
; TE MER OL 
Q. What was done with the rule ? What was the 
determination of the Court? 5 
A. I underſtood the rule was diſmiſſed with coſts. 


J underſtand nothing of the matter technically. 


Q. Was there any enquiry about removing of the 


poſts and rails round the Hoſpital ? 


A. No ; that was one of the points not enquired 


into; there was a great deal of altercation abour it; 


but it was refuſed; Captain Baillie defired the wit- 
neſſes to go away; he faid there was no juſtice for 
them; they might break their necks, or legs, or any 


thing; they would not have redreſs there; he de- 
ſired the penſioners to be peaceable. 


Q. Was there any enquiry reſpecting the Directors 
having ſummoned a Captain of the houſe before 


. them? 
linen, but no evidence, I believe, on the ſhoes and 
ſtockings; the facts reſpecting the linen were ad- 


A. That was an admitted fact; but there was no 
enquiry, as J recollect. e 
Q. Was there any enquiry into the Directors con- 
duct, in giving to a thouſand men money in lieu of 
proviſions ? IR? | 
A. That was not enquired into. 
Q. Did Mr. Cuſt promiſe that that ſhould be 
enquired into? = 
A. He deſired that they might go through what 
they were about, and that any thing that Captain 


Baillie deſired ſhould be enquired into afterwards ; 


but that promiſe, and all the hopes we had about 
it, came to nothing. nn 
Q. Did the Committee make any enquiry into the 
danger of fire in the Taylors ſhop over the Chapel? 
A. No; Captain Baillie mentioned.ir, and deſired 


they would enquire into that buſineſs ; but his chief 


concern about the danger of fire was a new chimney 
in Mr. Ibbetſon's apartment. 

Q. Did Captain Baillie deſire to enquire into that? 
Is it ſtated in the book? 9 

A. Tes. | | 

Q Did they enquire into it? 

A. No. | | 1 5 

Q. When Mr. Cuſt made the declaration, that 
every thing ſnould be enquired into that Captain 
Baillie deſired, was it in converſation, or as ſitting in 
the chair? | ; 

A. There were ſome. gowns ſhewn to Mr. Cuſt, 
and the difference was ſo ſtriking, that Mr. Cuſt 

| | ſeemed 


ſeemed hurt at it, and ſeemed to ſay, if there were 


things of that ſort, it was right they ſhould enquire 


into it; and ſaid, as ſoon as Mr. Morgan had finiſh- 


ed his charges, every thing ſhould be enquired 
into ? Fn . Me 
Q. Was the Court ſitting then ? 


A, He mentioned it firſt when there was nobody, 


believe, there but himſelf; but I think he repeated 


it frequently afterwards ; we were glad of the pro- 


miſe, and wiſhed to clinch it. 


Q. Can you turn to your Minutes to eſtabliſh that 


fact; whether he did ſay it while the Committee were 
fitting ? 255 | 


A. It was on the ſixth day, previous to the meet- 


ing of the Committee, that the gowns were ſhewn to 


Mr. Cuſt, and a cloak made out of their old gowns. 


Q. Can you turn to your Minutes, to fee whe- 


ther that promiſe was made during the fitting of the 


Committee??? 79 5 
A. If I could find it, it would be by reading a 
great deal; it preſſes on my mind that he did repeat 
the promile. EY none; 8 
Q Was there any enquiry made reſpeCling the g. 
vernment of the boys and their guardians? 


” 
. 
- 


A. It is difficult to anſwer theſe queſtions, the 
matter came in fo collaterally ; Mr. [bbetſon had 


been the means of turning out the guardian of the 
boys, as Captain Baillie ſuggeſted, becauſe of his 
huzzaing under his window; the guardian of the 
boys was not called; the matter was not enquired 
To ; 

Q. Was there any charge enquired into, that the 
Barber, and Clerk of the Council, the Porter, and 
one of the Cook's Mates, made ſinecures of their 
reſpective offices? 1 7 722 
A. It was no part of the regular enquiry; it was 
admitted that the Barber had not attended many 
years. : 

: Q. Was Lefevre's evidence heard or received by 
the Committee ? : 

A. When Lefevre entered the room, Mr. Barker 
aſked who he was; he ſaid he was called to give 
evidence; the Lieutenant-Governor delired the evi- 
dence might be heard. Mr Cooke ſaid he, (meaning 
himſelf) had been under examination ſeveral hours, 
and he could not be heard ; and he was ordered out 
of the room. Captain Allwright was called in; 
Mr. Barker aſked him what he came there for; he 
{aid he ſuppoſed to prove the truth of a paper de- 
livered to him by Captain Baillie; and he was turned 
out of the Committee in an abrupt manner; Mr. 
Barker ſaid it had been objected to before, and he 
would hear no more about it. 7h 
Qi. Did the Committee enquire whether the Chap- 
lains acquired the Chaplaincies by granting annui— 
ties, or by being ſea Officers ? | 

A. Mr. Morgan, I believe, delivered a meſſage 
from Lord Sandwich, that the Committee would not 


attend to any matter that immediately reſpected him 


that he would take care of it himſelf; 1 cannot charge 
my memory with the words; that was the ſubſtance 
of the meſſage : Lord Sandwich requeſted that the 
Committee would not attend to any part that might 
affect him; he would take care of himſelf. | 

Q. Lord Sandwich. Did he ſay he brought that 
meſlage from me ? | 

A. I underſtood fo, from his words; I believe that 
is the purport of the words. 5 
Q. Have you made any Minute or Memorandum 
of that? | : | 

A. Certainly, it is here I believe it was the ſecond 
day, I am not very certain of that; if it will ſave 
time, L will apply to Mr. Morgan; I dare ſay he will 
acknowledge the meſſage. | 

Q. Is it in the affidavit of the Court of King's 
Bench ſtating what paſſed from day to day ? 

A. There is but a ſmall part in that affidavit; I 
drew the affidavit up ina hurry, and had not time to 
put down every thing that paſſed, | 


* 0 DS „ 
Keads his Minutes as follows. 


cc 
cc 


in which it is ſaid, that Mr, Cooke had bargained 
and paid money for a ſeat at the Board of Directors; 
Mr. Morgan ſaid, that he was inſtructed to ac+ 


* quaint the Directors, that Lord Sandwich would 


take care of all thoſe parts which concerned him- 


e ſelf, and therefore deſired the Committee to paſs 
* over them.“ 1 

I could mention, in anſwer to the general queſtion 
reſpecting. what paſſed, the manner in which the 
ſtandard meaſure of the linen aroſe, quite in a diffe- 
rent way from what has been repreſented ſince. At 
the meeting, when Sir Merrick Burrell was preſent, 
when the buſineſs of the linen was inveſtigated, Mr. 


Godby, the Steward, ſeemed to controvert, that there, 


was no ftandard for the linen, though he had ſaid 


before, the ſtandard was three yards and an half for a 


ſhirt, and five yards for a ſheet; in conſequence of 
that, a general order was given by Captain Baillie, 
throughout the Hoſpital, for the Boatſwains to mea- 


ſure the ſheets and ſhirts, which they accordingly did 
meaſure; they were not, I find, very accurate, for they 
did not allow thumbs ; notwithſtanding which, ſome 
of the ſhirts had only three yards; and there were a 


great many thouſand yards deficient upon ſhirts and 


ſheets, taking Mr. Godby's declaration, that there was 
a ſtandard, Mr. Godby ſtated that he had fince diſ- 
covered, at the laſt meeting, one hundred and forty- 
five yards deficient; he ſtated it, I think, as an acci- 
dental deficiency ; but how will one hundred and 
forty-five yards account for ſeveral thouſand yards? 
Upon that general ground, Captain Baillie, as I took 
the liberty to adviſe him, made a poſitive charge of 


fraud, and deſired the Directors to cauſe an immediate | 


examination into the ſtate of the linen, as it then 

ſtood ; but they did not then make an examination. 
The manner in which the Minutes concluded may 

attract the attention of your Lordſhips; the whole 


will give your Lordſhips the ſtrongeſt impreſſion how | 


the bufineſs was conducted; the laſt day, I confeſs, 


was moſt the object of attention and complaint, re- 
ſpecting Captain Baillie. | 


Mr. Cowley reads, by order of the Houſe, . his Minutes, 


| as follows. 
It being now near eleven o'clock, Mr. James (who 
had been expected with great impatience ſome time) 
coming in, the Committee was opened, and conſiſt- 


ed of 


Mr. Barker, Chairman, 
Mr. James, | 
Mr. Wells. 


There was never perhaps more pains taken to main- 


tain the dignity of any Chair, than was taken by Mr. 


Barker on this occaſion; he was almoſt continually 


ipeaking himſelf, and was always in a violent paſſion, 
if any thing happened to interrupt him; he ſeemed 
ſometimes not to be inclined to diſtinguiſh his friends; 
and Mr. Morgan, who had been treated with great 
deference and atrention by Mr. Cuſt, was frequently 
reprehended by Mr. Barker, in a very rude ſtile; and 
when told that he aſked his pardon, replied, * That 
was not ſufficient.” Mr. Barker repeaced, number- 


leſs times, that all that was complained of had been 


done and approved of by three and twenty Gentle- 
men; and it was a great and ſtrange piece of impu- 
cence and preſumption for the Lieutenant-Governor, 
who was only one man, to oppoſe the opinion of ſo 
many; and, on all the ſubſequent matters, would hear 


nothing further than that they had been approved of 


by the Directors. It was in vain that he was told, 
the Lieutenant-Governor confidered himſelf as bound 
by his integrity, as an honeſt man and an Officer, to 
make good the ſeveral charges, which he had delibe- 


rately laid before the General Court; and that he 
was now ready, notwithſtanding the prejudice and 


paſſion with which he was treated, to produce au— 
thentic evidence of facts, the nature of which could 
Z | | not 


The caſe was then opened, at page 11, in the 
firſt paragraph of the charge againſt the Chaplain, 
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not be controverted, whitever ſanction they might 


| have received from the approbation of thoſe Directors, 
Wo uſually attended the buſineſs of the Hoſpital, 


moſt of Vhom were not in independent ſituations; 


that it was too late now to pay compliments to 437 


man; that he had taken vp the complaints of the 
penſioners, which really exiſted; and was ready to 
ſtand or fall by the proof, before any legal of impar- 
tial tribunal—neither of which titles the Committee 


had the ſmalleſt pretenſions to. 


Nothing, however, could interrupt Mr. Barker in 
his career; and, compared with him, Mr. Cuſt was 
a Gentleman and a nian of bufinefs, though a more 
dangerous opponent than the preſent Chairman. 

He now ordered the Minutes of the laſt Committee 
to be read; without which, he faid, they were no 
Committee. The Clerk then read only the evidence 
which had been given under the head of Mr. Mylne, 
at the concluſion of the laſt Committee; wherein, 
among ſeveral other omiſſions, were the queſtion and 
anſwer of Mr. Skeene, the Butler's Mate, * What 


ſhip he had ſerved in?“ To which he faid, © That 
he had never been at ſea.” The Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor aſked the Clerk, why he had omitted this? He 


ſaid, that he put down nothing but what he was 
ordered by the Chairman.“ Mr. Barker echoed, to 
be ſure, and over-ruled all farther argument about ir. 
All Mr. Mylne's opinions were taken down, very 
circumſtantially, particularly where he denied the au- 
thority of the Naval Officers. 5 

Folio 39 of the printed Caſe was then read, con- 
cerning the cows kept in the Store- yard, by the Clerk 


of the Works, ** That it was preparing for a garden, 


and another Store-yard built. 


Mr. Mylne again ſeated himſelf at the table with 


the Committee. To this the Lieutenant-Governor 


oObjected, and told the Committee, that the inſults he 
had received from the Clerk of the Works were fo 


groſs, that he ought not to fit at the ſame table with 
him. After ſome altercation, in which Mr. Mylne 
behaved more calmly than the preceding day, the 
Committee determined he ſhould fir where he was; 


' though Mr. Godby, and others, had fat at the other 


table, and ſtood whilſt they ſpoke. The Lieutenant- 
Governor told the Committee, that he was ſatisfied 
with having made the objection; that he had already 


received much unworthy treatment, which he ex- 


eed would be continued; and believed that Mr. 
Mylne would find ſtill more favour for having inſult- 
ed him. 8 | 
My Lords, When there was an attempt to prove 


any thing, it was aſked if it had been approved of 


by the Directors; if it was ſaid yes, Mr. Barker then 
ſaid, I will hear no evidence of it; when evidence 
was attempted to be produced, he ſaid it was fri- 
volous, and they were ordered out of the room. 
If Captain Baillie attempted to ſay any thing, it was 
enerally objected to, Captain Baillie was defired 
o withdraw, and the procecdings of the Committee 
finiſhed in a haſty confuſed manner. | 


| Have you taken any Minutes concerning the 


concluſion of the Committee ? 


A. I have. | 
Q. I deſire you will refer to them? 
Reads his Minutes. 


J 


An altercation enſued, in conſequence of Mr. Bar- 


ker's telling him, the witneſs, that he was very im- 
2 


pudent in interfering or ſpeaking on the ſubject; in 
anſwer to which, it was ſaid that he had accidentally 
appeared in this buſineſs, in conſequence of Mr. Mor- 
gan's appearing before the Committee, without any 
notice being given to the Lieutenant. Governor; 
that if the Committee meant to ſupport the leaſt 
appearance of fairneſs in the proceedings, they muſt 
admit, that he had the ſame right to debate every 


Rage of this buſineſs as Mr. Morgan had ; that Mr. 


Morgan had carried the privileges of a Counſel to 
a very extraordinary length in ſeveral inſtances. On 
the contrary, that he, as an aſſiſtant to the Lieute- 
nant-Governor, had frequent]y been defired to ſpeak 


Commit 


to many points, as he had always confined himſeltk 
to the ſubject within the bouncs preſcribed by the 
bs and that he had been heard by MF. Cuſt in 
all the former Committees, and that Sir Mertick 
Burrell, on the day in which be was preſent, had fre- 
quently deſiced that ke might be heard; and that in 
his preſent ſituation; he certainly ought to be allowed 
to ſprak on the ſeveral ſubjeéts before the Com- 
mittee, without being infulted by the Chairman. 


The Chairman and Mr. Wells then told hin, they 


would hear him no further, and that he mult re- 

The Lieutenant- Governor then told them, that. 
if they would not allow him a perſon as an affiſtant, 
and alſo to take notes, and be a witneſs of what paſ- 
ſed; he muſt retire alſo; the Committee, who had 
frequently expreſſed a defire to proceed without the 
Lieutenant-Governor, ſeized on this opportunity with 
great readineſs, and told him, that he alſo muſt retire, 
and they both retired accordingly. TED 

Two large flaſkets were then ordered out of the 
room by the Lieutenant-Governor, containing ſun- 
dry neceſſaries, which the Committee could not be 
prevailed upon to inſpect, conſiſting of ſteers, ſhirts, 
pillow-cafes, towels, ſhoes and ſtockings; all of which 
were greatly deficient in quantity or quality, and had 
been delivered to him by the nurſes and penfioners 
in the different wards of the Hoſpital ; and alfo 
ſpecimens of ſome articles which had been delivered 
ſince the fitting of the Committee, which were much 
ſuperior to thoſe which had been delivered before, 
particularly the ſtockings and pillow-caſes, the laſt 
of which were near twice the ſize. It was now near 
two o'clock, and the carriages had been ordered at 
that hour; there was no appearance when the Lieu- 
tenant-Governor left the Committee- room, that any 
further bufineſs would be done on that day. But 
he was afterwards informed, that the Officers of the 
Council, who had all retired on the order of the 
Chairman, were ſent for again; the enquiry reſumed, 
and their evidence taken againſt him in his abſence. 

As Mr. Wells drove off in his carriage, the Lieu- 
tenant-Governor, who was walking in the ſquare, 
aſked him if the Committee were to have any more 
meetings? he ſaid, they were to meet on Tueſday 
next for the Jaſt time, to enquire into the charges 
againſt the Directors, but that they ſhould want no 
body but themſelves. Ts 

Thus the Committee finiſhed their enquiry in the 
ſame irregular, arbitrary and illegal manner, as they 
had begun and conducted it. Mr. Morgan was, in the 
beginning, permitted to pull the whole Caſe in pieces, 
and put it together in what manner he thought 
proper, under the head of charges againſt particular 
perlons, all of whom he called his clients, and by this 
manceuvre, defeated every purpoſe of fair and im- 
partial enquiry. 1 . 

It was hardly poſſible to urge any thing in what he 
or the Committee would allow to be the proper 
time, if it did not ſtrictly relate to the Caſe as M. 
Morgan had clafſed it, fo that the Lieutenant-GO- 
vernor was not to prove his own Caſe, but Mr. Mor- 
> up 

Mr. Cuſt had, on a great many occafons, pro- 
miſed that the leveral things which ſhould not appear 
to have been enquired into, when Mr. Morgan had 
gone through the fevcral charges, under the head of 
particular perſons, ſhould be enquired into under 
the general head of charges againſt the Directors ; 
and he had particularly promiſed, that the complaint 
of the nurſes gowns ſhould be heard, though not 

charged in the Caſe ; but as the enquiry is now to be 

finiſhed in his abſence, all theſe promiſes are dex- 

terouſly got rid of, | | 

Q. Whether Captain Baillie reminded the Com- 
mittee the laſt day of Mr. Cuſt's promiſe, that he 
ſhould be heard at full length ? 

A. It was repeatediy mentioned; the facts ſeemed 
to make impreſſions on Mr. Cuſt's mind; we were in 
hopes he would attend to it. 

| Q. Was 


HO U R © 
Q. Was it admitted by any of the Committee, 
that Tuch a promiſe had been made? | 
A. I don't recolle& that it was admitted; it was 
not diſputed ; it might be ſuppoſed that no promiſe 
made was binding upon them. | 
Q. Was it admitted by any gentleman of the 
Committee the laſt day, thar ſuch a promiſe had been 
made ? 2 4 | 
A. I cannot ſay that it was. | 
Q. Was there any gentleman preſent the laſt day 
of the Committee, that was preſent when the promiſe 
was made ? | 125 
A. From the general complexion of the buſineſs, 
1 ſuppoſe Mr. Ibbetſon was preſent, I cannot ſay that 
he was. | | 
Q. When it was urged to Mr, Barker, did any 
body deny it ? | 
As. I cannot ſay it was denied; I beg to refer to 
Mr. Cuſt himſelf, 1 am ſure he will acknowledge it? 
| [ Mr. Cowley withdrew. 


ag. Mr. LEFEVRE called in. 


Q. Give an account to the Houſe, in what man- 
ner you was treated before the Committee? 

A. I was called in to give my declaration; imme- 
diately on my entering the room, Mr. Barker ob- 
ſerved ſomething in 4a particular manner; [ cannot 
remember what it was. The Reverend Mr. Cooke 
ſtarted up, and ſaid, I ſhould not be heard; Mr. 
Barker got up, and ſaid, I ſhould not be heard; we 
want to hear nothing you have to fay, you ſhan? 
be heard. Fe 

[Mr. Lefevre withdrew, 


Captain ALLW RIGHT called in. 


(2-5 deſire Captain Allwright may be aſked, whe- 


ther all his evidence was heard before the Commit- 
tee of Enquiry, or any part objected to? 
A. There was a queſtion put to me by the Lieu- 


tenant-Governor, which Mr. Barker refuſed to hear 


an anſwer to; it was reſpecting the broth of the pen- 

ſioners; whether I knew any perſons who were not 
entitled to it ſend for it; it was refuſed ; I aſked the 
Committee whether I was to anſwer; Mr. Barker faid 
no. 55 
Q. Whether you, at the requeſt of Captain Bail- 
lie, offered to carry Lieutenant Lefevre's evidence in 
writing, who was not able to appear? 

A. I had a writing of Lefevre's delivered to me; 
I carried it in; the Chairman ſaid it had been already 
objected to, and they could not hear it. Mr Barker 
was the Chairman; Captain Baillie aſked me, if it had 
been read; I ſaid no; it had been objected to before, 
and could not be heard. Lefevre, who had been at 
the bar, ſaid, I believe there is a miſtake; they think 
it is mine, it is not, it is my father's; upon which 
I went in again and offered ir, but was refuſed. 

Q. Were the Officers of the Council examined 
before Captain Baillie, or behind his back? 

A. | believe after he was withdrawn, I was ſent 
for, and 1 and moſt of the Officers were called and 
examined; Captain Baillie was not preſent. 

Q. You wes examined ? 

A. I anſwered ſome queſtions, 

Q. Was you preſent when any of the others were 
examined ? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was there any examination ? 

A. Yes; ſome kind of examination queſtions were 

ur. | 
F Q. Did you ſign any complaint againſt Captain 
Baillie ? 

A. No. 

Q. Did they read any complaint againſt Captain 
Baillie ? | | 
A. No. 

Q. Was there any application to ſign a paper 
againſt Captain Baillie ? 


thenticating it? 
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A. At the Council, when the paper was brought, 
it was put, whether ir ſhould be read; I. faid 1 
thought the Council had nothing to. do with it; I 
wiſhed to have nothing to do with it; I wiſhed to 
go to the General Court; the printed Caſe was pro- 


duced by Captain Mapleſden, After the buſineſs of 


the Hoſpital was over, Captain Baillie ſaid, I belicve 
the buſineſs is over, let them aſk if any body elſe 
wants the Council; that was publiſhed at the door; 
ſomebody ſaid to Captain Mapleſden, have you no- 
thing to offer? 

Q. Who was that ſomebody. ? oo 
A. I don't remember; Captain Mapleſden put his 
hand in his boſom and pulled out the Caſe, and de- 
ſired it to be read; he pointed out nothing himſelf; 


it paſſed through the hands of Mr. Cooke and Mr. 
Godby ; they ptopoſed to go out and form a Com- 


mittee againſt the Lieutenant-Governor ; I ſaid the 
kind of attack I had ſeen that day on the Lieutenant- 
Governor was very extraordinary, ſuch as I had 
never ſeen before; it was very unuſual; IJ was an- 
ſwered that it had been done before, a day or two ago, 
at Salters Hall, I believe they ſaid; I ſaid I dare 


ſay it was not done, I prefumed not on the Chair; 


if they made that attack upon him, I ſaid, I thought 
it would have been much more decent, if they in- 


tended to attack the Lieuvtenant-Governor, to deſire 


the Governor's attendance in the Chair; they ſaid 
then they would not make it an act of Council. 

Q. Have you ever known any of the landmen 
behave ill to the Lieutenant-Governor when he was 
preſiding in the Council? | | 

A. The Lieutenant-Governor ſtated ſome matters 


to the Council to be carried to the Admiralty Board ; 


they ſaid it would not avail to carry it there; the 
Lieutenant-Governor ſaid there were no directions in 
the bye-laws of the Hoſpital, to have recourſe to the 
Board of Directors; that they had made ſeveral ap- 


plications to that Board to have grievances redreſſed, 
which were not redreſſed, and he deſired to lay the 


matters before the Admiralty; that redreſs, he ap- 
prehended, would be had there; but as they would 
not make it a matter of Council, he ſaid he ſhould 
preſent it himſelf z they ſaid it would not be received, 
as it did not come properly. Sn 
Q. Do you attend the Council conſtantly ? 

A. I do not. | 

Q. What is your reaſon for not attending? 

A. I have ſeen, in my idea, things violeatly car- 
ried z | think we are rather over-ruled by a body, 


that ſeemed to me an improper body to rule the 


Hoſpital. | 

Q. Lord Dudley. If you and the other military 
Officers did attend, would not you be a majority 
againſt the Civil Liſt ? 1 5 

A. If we were conſtantly to attend, we ſhould. 

Q_When you attended the Committee with the 
depoſition of Lefevre, was there any reaſon given why 
they rejected it? on 

A. That it had been preſented before, and had 
been rejected. 

Q. Could you authenticate it ? 

A No, I could nor. | | 
Q. Did you not offer it yourſelf by way of au- 
A. No. 3 
Q. Was there any objection of that kind made? 
A. No. | | 
Q. Did you ſee him write it? 


A. By no means; it was put into my hands by the | 


Lietenant-Governor. | 

Q. As you, as I think, declared, that your reaſon 
for not attending ſo often as you otherwiſe would 
have done, was it, that you were over-ruled in theſe 
Councils? I think that was what you ſaid, or to that 
purpoſe; I ſhould be glad to know who were thoſe 
particular perſons, who preſided chiefly at thoſe Boards, 
who over-ruled the military Officers ? 

A. The Council is not attended fully; it is looked 


upon, if the Lievtenant-Governor attends, or if there 


E 
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is a Captain there, and two Naval Officers of the 


Houſe. as the Lieutenant of the Week, or the Cap- 
tain of the Week, that is thought ſufficient, without 


there is a particular bufineſs, then other people drop 


in; when there is particular buſineſs, the Civil Ot- 


ficers attend. | 


Q. You. ſaid you did not care to attend ſo often 


as you ſhould have done, becauſe you were over. 


ruled ; who were the perſons that took the principal 
ſhare in the over-ruling ? 07 [on : 

A. The particular matter was a caſe reſpecting the 
beer; the Lieutenant-Governor was ſtrenuous about 
ſeveral things that he thought were not taken that no- 
tice of he wiſhed ; he endeavoured to get it laid be- 
fore the Admiralty ; in that he was over-ruled. I 
have ſeen unpleaſant altercations, and wiſhed to keep 
from them, as far as my duty would permit. 

Q. 1 ſhould be glad to know who were the prin- 
cipal perſons that were concerned in over-ruling ?. 

Q. The junior members, in matters of that kind, 
when it came to a matter of diviſion, are the Civil 
Officers. I have obſerved when that lead has been 
taken, the chair has been over-ruled. 


Captain Alkoright withdrew. 


Mr. COWLEY called in again. 


Q. Whether you could have authenticated that 
paper delivered in from Lefevre? | 

A. I attended Lefevre, who was on his death-bed ; 
I had a good deal of- converſation with Mr. Lefevre 
on the matter; he ſaid he had ſome doubts how far he 
ought to go in reſpect to the Lieutenant-Governor on 
account of his on family; but he ſaid, as he was on 


his death-bed, he muſt diſcharge his conſcience ; he ſaid 


he knew Captain Baillie to be a very worthy man, 
and he could not with- hold his teſtimony. I held the 
paper, and he ſigned it; it is a warm encomium on 
Captain Baillie and his conduct, + 
Did you hear that any body, when Mr. Le- 
fevre who (I underſtand was a Lieutenant in the Hoſ. 
pital) was dying, was there any body that went to 
rſuade Mr. Lefevre to retract the opinion he had 
e of before? = 
A. No; I kad ſome converſation with him on 
this paper, and he deſired me to write down what he 
ſaid; he ſigned it; it was as nearly as poſſible his 
expreſſions; I am fully perſuaded he felt much in 
favour of Captain Baillie, | | 
2. Did he dictate the paper, and you write down 
what came from bim? L 
A. I had a deal of converſation with him, to ſee 
what his mind was; 1 took it down after half an 
hour's converſation; I wrote down what I thought 
would pleaſe him; I read it deliberately over; he 
declared himſelt well pleaſed, and figned it. 
Q. Was he in a very feeble ſtate at that time? 
A. Very feeble ; his mind ſeemed very ſound, but 
his body very much emaciated. = 
Q. How long did he live after that? 
A. I believe a month; he was in a dying ſtate; I 
believe he felt himſelf in a dying ſtate, 
[Mr. Cowley withdrew. 


Lieutenant SMITH called in, , 

Q. Give an account of what Mr. Morgan faid to 
you, relative to your evidence before the Committee 
of Enquiry ? og 
A. When ] was called in, I begged to be excuſed 
ſpeaking, and begged to refer to a paper; that in- 
dulgence was granted; upon my reading a few lines 
(1 have the paper here), Mr. Morgan called out to 
me, and to the gentlemen there, I beg ro ſtop you; 
I cannot ſuffer ſuch a thing to go on againſt my 
client; it is a libel, Mr. Cuſt, Mr. Savary, and 
Mr. Wells, ſeemed to differ from him; after Mr. 


Morgan's objection, I was permitted to go on read- 


ing the paper. May I be permitted to read that 


paper? 


Alluding to a dog-kennel in the Hoſpital, kept by Mr. Steward Godby. 
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You may | e en | I. £ oh 

Reads a paper, in which he had made a num ber sf 
reflections' concerning the dilagreeable diſputes and 
altercations which had tor ſome: years ſubſiſted in the 
Hoſpital, which had prevented his enjoying that eaſe 


and tranquility which he expected to have found in 


Greenwich Hoſpital; that in his opinion, the ap- 
pointment of the Chaplain to a ſeat at the Board of 


Directors, had been the cauſe of great inconvenience; 


and that there had, in the courſe of many Ciſputes, 


appeared a ſpirit of malevolence that he was exceed- 


ingly ſorry for; he wiſhed, for private reaſons, that the 
complaints in the Caſe had not been ſo public and gene- 
ral, as it would alarm many people in the Hoſpital; 
but that he could not avoid taking this opportunity of 
giving it as his opinion, that the Lieutenant-Governor 
had, on all occaſions, appeared to be the poor ſea- 
mens friend; that he had always ſtood up for the 
penſioners; and that he had remedied many abuſes; 


and believed that he had prevented others, which 


otherwiſe would have been very hard upon the 

men: this paper Mr. Morgan thought proper to call 

a libel. Sn | 5 
[Lieutenant Smith withdrew, 


THOMAS RAPLEY, à blind penſioner, called in. 


Q. I deſire you will inform the Houſe, if you at- 
tended every day during the Committee, in order to 
give evidence ? | | 

A. Yes; I attended every day. ; 

Q. Have you any thing to ſay of any grievance 
you labour under ? 1 

A. Yes ; the pulling down the poſts and rails is a 
great grievance to the blind and lame; a man ſince 
has had his thigh broke ; another blind man had his 
hands cruſhed againſt the wall, by which he was laid 
up a fortnight ; and I had like to have been run 
over by a ſtone horſe, had not a perſon pulled me 
out of the way. I and another man were going in 
to give evidence; we were not permitted; Captain 


| Baillie ſaid. My lads, go home; you will have no 


<< redreſs here; you may break your necks, or legs, 
or arms; you will have no redreſs here.” My 
ſtockings will not laſt one half the time; and my 
ſhoes burſt out almoſt as ſoon as I put them on. 
The waſhing is fo bad, the ſhirts ſtink very badly; 
they ſtick to my ſkin; your Lordihips would not 
ſuffer your hunting dogs to put ſuch linen on; a 
ſhirt was brought to me all over mud; it had been 
trod in the dirt; I ſtuck two pins in the inſide of the 
collar, and gave it to the Nurſe to put in the waſh 
the next week I had it returned juſt as bad as it was 
before, with the pins in the ſame place. There are 
a parcel of dogs kept oppolite, that make a noiſe all 
night, that l cannot ſleep “. | | 

Q. How did Caprain Baillie behave to the pen- 
ſioners? 1 | 

A. He has behaved like a Father, a Governor, 

and a Man, that would do us all the good he could. 

Q. Lord Dudley. Was the cravat you have on 
' waſhed at the Hoſpital? | 

A. No; it is a cravat of my own; I pay for 
waſhing it myſelf. i 
[Thomas Rapley withdrew. 


— 


JOHN MARSOM called upon by Captain Baillie. 


A ſhort debate here aroſe reſpecting the propriety 
of his giving evidence, as he had not been ſum— 
moned, but ſeen accidentally at the Bar by Captain 
Baillie, taking their Lordſhip's Minutes in the room 
of Mr. Gurney. Reſolved, that he ſhould be ſworn, 
and examined as an evidence. | 

Q. Mr. Marſom will you give an account to the 
Houle in what manner you was treated at the Com- 
mittee at Greenwich Hoſpital ? Ts 

A. My Lords, I was taken down to Greenwich to 
attend a Committee, to take notes for Captain Baillic 3 
when I came into the room, I was aſked who I was, 


and 
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and upon my informing them I was a Short-hand 


writer come to take notes, I was ordered out of the 
room. "Ns | | 


" Mr. MQRGAN called in. 


O. Give an account of what Lord Sandwich di- 
rected you to ſay to the Committee. _ 85 
A. I don't recollect I had any inſtructions from my 
Lord Sandwich; I never ſaw my Lord Sandwich; 
nor was I, as I believe, inſtructed by any other perſon 
to deliver ſuch a meſſage from my Lord Sandwich. 
The Committee, was to enquire into the conduct of 
ſome of the gentlemen of the Committee who were 
not in the Direction. Memorials were given in to 
the Admiralty, mentioning Captain Baillie's publi- 


cation, and praying redreſs ; a Court was called, and 


an enquiry directed. As to any thing that could 
affect Lord Sandwich, I, as Counſel, might go as 
far, as to ſay, it would be taking up the time of the 
Committee to no purpoſe, becauſe I thought that 
enquiry had not to do with my Lord Sandwich. 

Q. By whom was you employed? | 
A. By the Solicitor of the Hoſpital. I wiſh the 
Houſe to permit me to ſay a few words on the ſub- 
jet, A book was laid before me, by the Solicitor 
of the Hoſpital ; I was Counſel in the complaint of 
the beef; and after having examined into a variety 
of charges, and knowing the allegations abour the 
meat were falſe, I being acquainted with ſome ot the 
gentlemen mentioned in that book, I thought the 
publication was malicious; it was put into the hands 
of theſe gentlemen, and, I believe, into the hands 
of a lady of quality; and they were adviſed to ſeek 
for redreſs. The motions were made in the Court of 
King's-Bench ; they were made at all events before 


the Committee determined; I had then a book laid 


before me by the Admiralty, directing an enquiry 3 
upon which I took a large folio book; Captain Baillie 
having -arranged his matter according. to his own 
method, ſometimes taking up one part, then ano- 
ther, I took and arranged the ſeveral charges under 

the names of the perſons charged ; I arranged all 
the matters againſt the Directors, as Directors; I 
attended as Counſel, not for the Directors, but the 
gentlemen concerned in that book; and, my Lords, 
1 do ſay, there never was an enquiry made with more 
ſolemnity, juſtice, and impartiality; all the charges 
Captain Baillie had made in his book were taken one 
after another; the charges were read, ſometimes by 
the Chairman, ſometimes by the Clerk; Captain 
Baillie was called upon to produce his evidence to 
every part of the charge; there never was an evidence 
offered by Captain Baillie proper to the point in queſ- 
tion; there never was a witneſs called by Captain 
Baillie to ſupport the charges by legal evidence, that 
was refuſed ; but when Captain Baillie could not 
make out his charges, the eternal clamour was about 
bull beef and bad ſmall beer. Captain Baillie was 
promiſed to be heard; and he was heard in every 
charge, but was not able to ſubſtantiate one piece of 
evidence againſt the gentlemen; I told the gentlemen 
for whom | was concerned, that if any of the charges 
ſhould come out againſt them, I would never attend 
again ; but I ſaid I would not admit evidence that 
was illegal ; when Captain Baillie had not eſtabliſhed 
his charges, they would ſometimes enter into a de- 
fence, before a charge was eſtabliſhed ; Mr. Adams 
having gone through the moſt part of the Hoſpital, 
and inſpected every thing, he ſaid, had he been Clerk 
of the Works, and been to adviſe, he ſhould have 
adviſed to be done what had been done; the Com- 
mittee went through every part, of the complaints ; 
they examined the Wards of the Hoſpital ; they ex- 
amined the ſtairs; I don't recolle& that there was a 
thing in the Hoſpital that they did not examine, from 
the toundation to the top of the Hoſpital, and even 
went out upon the roof, I myſelf attending them ; 
there was not a charge but was arranged in the 
book; I myſelf arranged them; and 1 affirm, that 


of all the enquiries I ever ſaw, none was ever con- 
ducted with more ſolemnity, juſtice, or impartiality. 
Q. You ſay Mr. Adams gave great approbation of 
every thing done by Mr. Mylne ; did you ever ob- 
ſerve in Weſtminſter-Hall that Architects were wil- 
ling to ſupport Architects? | 
A. I don't remember that they have very warmly. 


Q. Have you ever known them find fault with. 


one another? * * 

A. I think I have. 

Q. Did you go into the Infirmary with the Com- 
mittee ? | 

A. I did not go into the Infirmary, nor do I be- 
lieve the Committee went; but Mr. Stuart, Mr. 
Mylne, and I think the Phyſician and Surgeon, and 
perhaps another perſon attending, made very full 
enquiry into the manner in which the Infirmary was 
built; and they ſaid every thing was done that could 


be done by the ſkill of man; in fact there was a 
place where ſome idle people had trundled their 


mops, and there was ſome damage done to the walls 
— © i; | | 


Q. Then you made a miſtake in ſaying they exa- | 
mined every place, and that you attended; you muſt 


except that ? 
A. I am very ready ſo to do. 


Q. Whether they were deſired to go to the In- 
firmary ? | | 


A. I believe not. 


Q_ Did they read the letters of complaints from | 
the Officers of the Infirmary to Mr. Mylne ? 


A. I don't recolle& any evidence of complaints 
made by the Officers to Mr, Mylne. 

Q. This Committee you ſay was carried on with 
the greateſt order; do you recolle& any Caſe en- 
quired in into any Court of Juſtice, where the Plain- 
tiff's matter was arranged into evidence by the Coun- 
ſel on the other ſide? Ke 

A. All the arrangement was putting the charge 
againſt every perſon under his name regularly, as 
Captain Baillie had ſtated them; the charge againſt 
Mr. Mylne under his name, and againſt every gen- 
tleman for whom I attended. 

Q. Whether in your practice in Weſtminſter 
Hall you ever knew that a complainant's complaint 
was ever arranged by the Counſel on the other fide ? 

A. I conceive no Caſe ever came before a Court 
of Juſtice ſimilar to this; and I think it would be 
much to the advantage and eaſe of Courts of Juſtice 
to arrange the evidence on both ſides: I have teen 
the Judges at the Old. Bailey much at a loſs in calling 
witneſſes, becauſe there was nobody to arrange them, 

Q. Suppole Mr. Morgan was called upon as 


Counſel on one fide, and Mr. Dunning on the other, 


would Mr. Morgan adviſe that Mr. Dunning ſhould 
arrange his client's evidence ? 5 

A. Certainly not. | 

Q. Suppole an enquiry into the conduct of Green- 
wich Hoſpital, would. Mr. Morgan adviſe his client 
to ſubmit his Caſe, to be arranged into evidence by 
the Counſel on the other ſide ? 7 


A. Certainly not; but I ſubmitted it to the Di- 


rectors. | 


Q: If you had been Counſel for Captain Baillie, 
would you have adviſed him to have it arranged by 
the Counſel on the other (ide ? | 

A. Suppoſe | was Counſel on the other fide, and 
the Counſel for my clients had arranged the evi- 
dence as I did, I would have looked at the ar- 
rangement, but would not have objected to it. Cap- 
tain Baillie was ſhewn the names, and the order of 
the perſons, and told, the charges are taken from 
your own book. 


Q. Whether if you had been Counſel for. Cap- 


tain Baillie, you would have thought juſtice had been 


done him, if the Counſel on the other ſide had ar- 
ranged his accuſation contrary to his opinion ? 

A. It the Counſel on the other fide had arranged 
the charges in ſuch a manner that the end of the en- 
quiry could not be obtained, I ſhould object to it. 


Af Q. You 
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2. You directed the rules againſt Captain Baillie 
in Weſtminſter Hall? Et POP 
r 


Q. The event was not lucky, I believe, to your 


clients? 

A. The rule was diſcharged with coſts; it came 
out that no books were delivered but to the Gover- 
nors and Commiſſioners, 2 

Q. You was employed by individuals? Who? 

A. The Solicitor of the Hoſpital employed me 
generally; when I came to look into the book, I 
took the names of the individuals, and conſidered 
myſelf as their Counſel, . 

Q. With regard to the practice of Courts, did 
Mr. Morgan ever know any Courts of Juſtice that 
ſhould make a report when no one of the Members 
attended every day? | | 


1 


A. I am glad I am reminded of that circumſtance; 


it is ſaid we attended ſeven days; I think Mr. 


Cuſt attended fx out of the feven days. There 


| was not a piece of evidence given (and 1 will beg to 


ſay the Committee received evidence, which I knew: 
not to be legal evidence againſt my clients, which I 


did not object to, knowing the uprightneſs of their in - 


tentions ;) no evidence was given, but what was put 
down, and it was read over to the witneſs, and he 
was not permitted to go out till it ſtood in his own 
words. | 


Q Whether you ever knew a Court of Juſtice or 


enquiry making a report where no one Member at- 
tended every day? _ e 

A. My Lords, the King's Juſtices have given 
their opinion in a caſe where the reſt of Judges had 
not heard all the argument; but it has been deli- 
vered to them from the other Judges. 

Q. It has been mentioned that Mr. Cuſt ſhould 


ſay that Captain Baillie ſhould be heard at the end 


&« the enquiry ? | | 

A. I believe I can explain that obſervation; when 
we were enquiring in a charge againſt Mr. Stuart, 
he would be talking of the charge againſt Mr. Cooke; 
it was ſaid, do be ſo kind to keep to the point before 
the Committee ; we will hear you te that charge 


E. 0 


when we come to his Caſe. 


Q. Did you hear Captain Baillie at the end of 


the enquiry, when he deſired to be heard? 
A. I believe he did require to be heard ſeveral 
times at the end, but it was to charges that they had 


done with, and made their reſolution. 


Q. As every thing was ſet down in the words of 
the witneſſes, did it not appear that one witneſs 
ſtated that you had omitted to ſet down what he 
had ſaid; and the Clerk ſaid he ſet down nothing 
but what he was directed? „ 
A. Much was ſaid that was not proper evidence; 
and I directed what was evidence to be ſet down, 
and not what was not legal evidence. _ | 

Q. Do you recollect the circumſtance of the wit- 


neſſes ſaying that he had given evidence of a man that 


had not been at ſea, and it was not put down? 
A. I don't recollect that. 5 
Q. There was mention made that ſome perſon of- 
fered in evidence at the Court, that a perſon had not 
been at ſea; Captain Baillie obſerved, when he came 
to hear it again, that that was not ſet down? | 

A. There might be an obſervation of that kind; 
bur whether an Officer had been at ſea or no, was 
not a part of the enquiry before the Committee, and 
I might object to it. ; 

Q. Was there any evidence (that landmen had 
places in the Hoſpital) objected to? 

A. That landmen had places in the Hoſpital was a 
ſubject of complaint in Captain Baillie's book; but 
this enquiry was directed on the conduct of indivi- 
duals and the conduct of the Directors, and not whe- 


ther landmen were in the Hoſpital. 


Q_ From. whence did you take the buſineſs of the 
Court of enquiry to ariſe ? AE: 

A. From the complaints made; I underſtood a 
Memorial came from Mr. Stuart, Mr. Cooke, Mr. 


The Chairmen of the Committee, and Sir William James, ſwear none of the charges againſt the Directors were enquired _ | 


in queſtion, had likewiſe ſent up to the Admiralty a 


only, were the foundation of that enquiry. | 


any thing, but only what reſpected the perſons 


if the order was to enquire into the grounds of the 


were arranged and enquired into.“ 


to the Charter; and if they had given an authority to 
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Mylne, and others, to the Admiralty, faying, that 
Captain Baillie had publiſhed a book impeachins 
their conduct, and begging an enquiry might be 
ſet on foot, and their conduct examined into; that 
the Council of the Houſe, whoſe conduct was called 


Memorial, requeſting the ſame enquiry - reſpe&in 
them. 1 believe thoſe two Memorials, and thoſe 


Did Mr. Morgan never happen to read the or. 

der by which the Committee was appointed ? 
A. I believe! did. | | 

Q. Do you recollect the ſubſtance of the order? 

A. I do not. 5 | 

Q. Have you been directing the manner of pro- 
ceedings, without knowing the fobſtance of the order? 
A. * the order, it cannot be ſuppoſed! 
could advde the Committee to paſs over any ſubject 
they ought to enquire into; I deſired they ſhould go 
into every enquiry they could legally go into, on that 
order; as I originally ſaid, complaints came to the 
Admiralty, and an enquiry was directed; and, I ap. 
prehend, the Committee had no right to enquire into 
making the complaint. | | | 

Q. Do you underſtand, that the grounds of it was 
the complaint againſt Captain Baillie? You don't 
mean the matter of which he complains ? | 

A. The Houſe is examining me to an order that 1 
have not read many months, that I have no remem- 
brance of; my judgment was, that they had no right 
to make any other enquiry than what they did. 

Q. Then, I think, you fay, the Committee con- 
ducted themſelves right; I aſk, in particular, whether 


complaint made by Captain Baillie, whether it was 
not to enquire into the principal points ? 

A. I ſhould think not; the complaint was by perſons 
who complained of being attacked by Captain Baillie, 

Q. If the order of the Committee had been to en- 
quire into matters of complaints, of particular per- 
ſons, you might be right; but the order was general; 
do you recollect that? _ 

A. If you are aſking my judgment, I appre- 
hend the Lords of the Admiralty had not a right to 
order a Committee to enquire into that matter. 

Q. But ſuppoſe they did, whether it was right or no? 

A. Then I don't think the Committee had power 
to enquire into it. I ſaid before, there were two Me- 
morials came up to the Admiralty ; the body of the 
Directors were reflected on; there were two bodies; 
one of the bodies contained ſome of the DireQtorg;. 
all the charges reſpecting the Directors, I believe, 


Q. Where would have been the illegality of it, if 
the Court had- enquired into and reported, that ac- 
cording to the Charter, no perſons bur ſeafaring men 
had a right to ſuch and ſuch employment? 

A. 1 apprehend two anſwers may be given to it, 
That the appointment of landmen is right, according 


a Committee to enquire into it, they would have en- 
quired into a nugatory act. ee 
Qu It is not what the Committee had a right to do, 
but what they were ordered to do? | 
A. My judgment then was, and now is, that what- 
ever the Board of Admiralty directed to enquire into, 
the appointment of landmen would have been an im- 
proper direction ; and my opinion 1s, they had not a 
power to enquire into it. PAP THETA 

Q. If the Admiralty had given an order, would 
they not have had power ? 

A. I apprehend not? 
Q. Don't you recollect the order? 5 
A. No, I do not; I underſtood that the Memo- 

rials ſent to the Admiralty were read, and when the 

Committee was appointed, the ſubſtance of the com- 

plaint, mentioning thoſe who had complained, was 

mentioned in the order; and theſe perſons were 


appdinted to enquire. + | |; 
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The following Reſolution of the General Court, of 
the 14th of April, 1778, read by Mr. Morgan. 
Reſolved, That a Committee be appointed to 
c enquire into the grounds of the ſeveral charges 
« contained in Caprain Baillie's book.” | 
While I am reading the order, the Houſe will 
rmit me to obſerve, that I conſider theſe words, 


the ſeveral charges contained in Captain Baillie's book, 


to be a relative; and the antecedent to be the two 
Memorials ſent up to the Admiralty. | 
Q. Do you mean the charges againſt Captain Baillie. 
A. I meant no ſuch thing, in the evidence; com- 
plaints came to the Admiralty, from certain ſpecific 
perſons; they ſay charges are made againſt them in 
Captain Baillie's book ; the order is, to enquire into 
charges; What charges? The charges againſt the per- 
ſons complaining; and, at their particular requeſt, 
this Committee was eſtabliſned; not to enquire if 
Lord Sandwich put landmen into the Office, but the 
charges againſt thoſe men; we beg you vill direct 
an enquiry into the charges made againſt us. 
Q. Is there any word ſaid of that in the order? 
A. That is my judgment. 
Q. Do you underſtand the order? 
A, I thought I did. 
Q. You do now? 
A. I think I do. | | 7 
Q. Does that order ſay any thing about your judg- 
ment or Memorials delivered to the Admiralty ? 
A. That I cannot tell, that Memorials are men- 
Band x; 5 
| EKeads the order again. | 
| Reſolved, ©* That a Committee be appointed to 
* enquire into the grounds of the ſeveral charges 
“contained in Captain Baillie's book. 


Q. The ſeveral complaints; thoſe are the words you 


reſted upon? 
"MTA: = 


Q. Does the ſeveral complaints mean the ſeveral 
charges contained in Captain Baillie's book? 


A. I underſtand the complaints; the complaints of 


thoſe that applied to the Admiralty. X 1 02 
Q. Do you underſtand the ſeveral charges in Cap- 
tain Baillie's book to mean all the charges; or that it 
means partial charges, to be interpreted by you ? 
A. In this place, I underſtand, it only means the 
charges made againſt the perſons complaining to the 
Admiralty, on this occaſion; I conceive, under diffe- 
rent circumſtances, different conſtructions may be put 
upon the ſame words ; if the order was made by this 


Houſe, I ſhould ſuppoſe the words would mean the 
charges in general; but in an order from the Admi- 


ralty, not underſtanding the law, they meant only the 
charges againſt the perſons complaining. | 
Q. Then it was a miſtake in the Admiralty ? 
A. No; I think there was no miſtake, 
Q. What then; was it ignorance? | 
A. Neither miſtake nor ignorance ; 
words extremely improper z; and think the Commit- 
tee would have done very wrong, to enter into any 
other enquiry than they did. e | 
Q. You talk of your clients; do you mean thoſe 
who ſat at the Committee? 
A. Certainly not. 


Q. Whether you was the Counſel employed, with 
regard to the firſt proſecution againſt Captain Baillie, 
at Weſtminſter Hall? | 


A. I was in that; I adviſed a motion and in- 
formation. | | 


Q. In what year and month was it you adviſed 
the carrying on this proſecution ? 


A. I don't remember; I believe the application 


was made to the Court of King's Bench, foon after 
the book came out. Et | 


Mr. Morgan withdrew, 
Mr. TBBETSON called in. 


Q. I want to have the report of the Committee; 
by what names is it ſigned ? | 
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A. By Mr. Cuſt and Mr. Barker, who acted as 
Chairmen of the Committee, with their names 


only. 


(The report was produced.) 
80 [Mr. Ibbetſon withdrew, 
Adjourned to Monday week, 


Monday, the 3d of May, 1779. 


Lieutenant GORDON, firt Lieutenant of the Hoſpi 
| tal, called in. 


Q. Had the Reverend Mr. Cooke any converſa- 
tion with you ? | 

A. The anſwer I mult give is this, that the Re- 
verend Mr. Cooke came to my apartment on Thurſ- 


day the 25th of March, 1778, and informed me, that 


there was a book printed, which was rather defama- 
tory to the Officers of the Royal Foundation and the 
navy. My Lords, I begged leave to give him for an- 
ſwer, that I could ſay nothing to it. It was the firſt 
of my receiving the intelligence of any ſuch book, 


and therefore could give no anſwer to it; he told me 
further, that there was an intention to form a 
Memorial againſt the Lieutenant-Governor of the 
Houſe, which I told him, I thought was not right; 


I therefore told him further, [ could ſay nothing to 


the book, until ſuch time as I had ſeen it and read 


it, and read what the book narrated to; this was m 
anſwer; he ſaid, that he, and ſome more of the Officers, 
propoſed to preſent a Memorial againſt the late 
Lieutenant-Governor (Captain Baillie) of the Houle z 
I told him I thought he did wrong ; I ſhould cer- 
taioly, when I came to hear it, if it did not coincide 
with my opinion, ſhould give my negative to it; this 
was my anſwer, and my poſitive anſwer, 

'Q. Whether Mr. Cooke repreſented that book as 


injurious to Lord Sandwich, and to the Naval Of- 


ficers of the Hoſpital ? | 5 
A. He did repreſent it as injurious to the firſt 
noble Lord of the Admiralty, and as injurious to 
the Naval Officers; this upon my oath I declare. 
Q. Did you aſk Mr. Cooke to ſhow you that 
book ? „„ | ho 
A. I did, and he poſitively denied it; he had a 
letter in his hand, and wrapped it round his finger; 
he ſaid, he had it from the noble Lord, the firſt Lord 
of the Admiralty ; I begged the favour to ſee it ; he 
ſaid he could not Jet me lee it. 
Q. Was you ſolicited to join in complaint againſt 
the book, at the ſame time that Mr. Cooke refuled to 


| ſhow you the book? 


A. I was ſolicited ; I told him I would do no ſach 


thing; I thought it rather a nugatory and defamatory 
thing, with regard to the ſecond officer commanding 


I think the 


that Royal Hoſpital. | 

Q. Did Mr. Cooke make uſe of any means to 
induce you to come into his propoſals of ſigning 
this ? ee | | 

A. He did ſolicit me to come into his propoſals, 
and I abſolutely refuſed it; I told him I thought it 


a wrong method, and wrong ſyſtem in him, as a 


clergyman, to promote ſuch a thing to be introdu- 
ced againſt a ſecond, and Chief Commanding Officer 
at the time. i ; | 

Q. Did he ſay any thing of Captain Baillie's having 
any intention of turning you out of your apart- 
meg - 55 

A. He did mention ſuch a thing, but I told him 
] did not believe it, bæcauſe I had never ſeen the book, 
nor knew nothing of what the book contained. 

Q. With what view did it appear to you, that Mr. 
Cooke did mention to you, that Captain Baillie had 
intended to turn you our of your apartments ? 

A. He told me it was to make room for more 
wards for the penſioners ; I ſaid, Mr. Cooke, in re- 
gard to that, I have nothing to ſay ; whatever the 
Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty's pleaſure is, 
I, as an Officer in that Houſe, muſt comply with. 

| 8 | Q. Did 
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Q. Did Mr. Cooke ſay he had been round to all 
the Officers, to complain againſt Captain Baillie ? 

A. Yes; excepting Captain Allwright, Lieute- 
nant Lefevre, Lieutenant Kerr, and Lieutenant 
Anſell. 5 | | 

Q When the complaint was propoſed at the Coun- 


eil, did you ſign it or object to it? 


A. I objected poſitively to it, and I ſaid, it was a 
wrong ſyſtem and method in them to criminate a 
Commanding Officer, without any juſt offence; I 
told them all ſo at the time. | 
Q. By whom was the book produced ? 
A. By Captain Mapleſden, the now Lieutenant- 
Governor, who was then firſt Captain of the Houſe. 
Q. Was the complaint made an Act of Council 


| of the Houſe, or made an entry in the Minute-Book ? 


A. I objected to it; they propoſed to make it a 
Minure of Council, but Mr. Cooke the night before 


| faid, that it ſhould not be made an Act of Council, 


but brought in after the Council was over; I told 
him at the ſame time, Sir, I think you are wrong, 


you are to do as you pleaſe.” 
Q. Was any attempt made to put Captain Baillie . 


out of the chair at the Council? | 

A. Yes; Mr. Godby, the Steward, and the Re- 

verend Mr, Maule, ſecond Chaplain, made the at- 

tempt to put him out of the chair; I oppoſed it with 

all my might and main, nobody elſe ſeconded it, 

therefore it dropped. | | 
Q. Was that ſeconded by any of the Naval Of- 

ficers ? | 

A. Not one. 7 | : 

Q Is there any party or faction of Landmen 


exiſting in the Council of the Hoſpital? | 
A. A very great faction and party; may I pre- 


ſume to mention them ? | 

Q. Certainly. ' | | 

A, In the firſt place, John Ibbetſon, Secretary to 
the Board of Directors, and a Clerk of the Admiralty ; 
there is John Cooke, the firſt Chaplain, John God- 
by, the Steward, and the Reverend John Maule the 
2d Chaplain, Francis Cook, the Deputy Secretary, 
and many others of the land faction? | 
L. Do you obſerve that theſe gentlemen act to- 
gether, and in oppoſition to what comes from the 
Naval Department? 5 | 

A. I do ſte 1 

Q. Do you conſtantly attend the Council? 

A, I do not; the reaſon is, there is ſuch a land 
faction got into the Council now, whenever they 
have any point to carry, they take care to have all 
their friends there; and it is cuſtomary, my Lords, 
in that Council, that the junior Officers, as at Courts- 
Martial, give their voice firſt; my reaſon for not 
attending the Council is, becauſe that land faction 
makes a party; and let all the Naval Department do 
what they pleaſe, they over- rule us. | 

Q. Has Captain Baillie appeared a friend to the 
Naval Eſtabliſhment. =” 

A. There never was a father of a family more 
tender of penſioners than he has been. | 

Q. Has he acted with diligence and propriety in 
his office as Lieutenant-Governor. S 

A. Always ſince I had the honour to be in the 
Council, with great diligence and propriety, and as 
a vigilant active Officer. 

Q. Are the men's ſhoes and ſtockings adequate to 
the purpoſe of three pair to laſt two years? | 
A. They are not adequate to the appointment. 

Q. Have you read Captain Baillie's book. 

A. No, I have not; I have never ſeen it. | 

Q. Whether in the Council of the Houſe the mi- 


litary Officers out- number what you call the faction, 


or whether they do not? 

A. They do out- number the land faction, but 
the land faction work over the military Officers to 
their ſide of the queſtion. | 

Q. Are there more military Officers in the Coun- 
cil of the Houſe than land Officers ? | 


A. There are more military than land, but the 


land Officers of late have got ſuch a ſuperintendency, 


n &% 


that they over-rule all the military Officers, for we 
are thought nothing of in the Houſe, but the land 
Officers. SO, 3 
Q. If the military Officers attended, would not 
they out- vote the land faction? | | 

A. 1don't know that they would. 

Q. How many military Officers are there of the 
Council ? te RE, . . 

A. The Governor, Lieutenant-Governor, four 
Captains, and eight Lieutenants; theſe are all the 
military Officers that I know of, the reſt are all lang 
Officers. 

Q. How many are there of the Civil Intereſt, 
what you call the land faction? | 

A. The Secretary of the Board of Directors, two 
Chaplains, the Steward, and ſeveral others of the 
land faction. | Dy | 

Q. Go on to name them all; you have named 
but four. | | 

A. The Clerk of the Cheque has, I believe, been 
a ſeafaring man ; and there is the Phyſician, he is of 
the Council, a Civil Officer ; the Auditor is likewiſe a 
Civil Officer ; he is of the Council. 5 

Q. Is the Clerk of the Cheque of the Coun- 
8 | . 

A. No, he is not. 1 

Q. There are fourteen of the Council, if I under- 
ſtand you right, that are military Officers ? | 
A. Icannot charge my memory exactly. 

. You have named fourteen ? 

A. I named the Governor, Lieutenant- Governor, 
four Captains, and eight Lieutenants, 

Q. They are fourteen military Officers ; who are 
there that are not military Officers, that are of the 
Council ? | | 

A. Mr. Godby one, the Steward; Mr. Ibbetſon 


two; Mr. Cooke, the firſt Chaplain, three; Mr, 


Maule, the ſecond Chaplain, four; the Auditor five. 
They ſo contrive it when they have any method to 
carry. 8 

2 Go on to mention the names; is the Clerk of 
the Cheque of the Council? 

A. No. | : 

Q. There are in the Council, fourteen military 
Officers, and five of the land faction; how is it poſ- 
ſible then, that the land faction ſhould preponderate 
in Council, if the military Officers would attend? 

A. Becauſe the land gentry, as I call them, that 
is what is called the Civil Intereſts, but I know no 
ſuch intereſts at Greenwich Hoſpital, nor ever under- 
ſtood there was any ſuch intereſt at Greenwich Hoſpi- 
tal, as a Civil Intereſt; that, by their party and 
8 they cajole the Naval Officers over to their 
ice. wha | 
Q. That is to ſay, the land faction, with their 
friends, carry every thing. : 

A. They do. = 

Q. Is it looked upon in Greenwich Hoſpital, that 
an Officer is molt likely to get preferment by ſiding 


with the Naval Officers, or the land faction. 


A. I believe with the land faction; becauſe they 
carry ſo much weight with the noble Lord who pre- 
ſides fo much at the Admiralty Board; there they 
have great weight. | 5 

Q Lord Sandwich. What reaſon have you to ſup- 

poſe, that any of thoſe Gentlemen carry great weight 
with the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty ; do you know 
any thing of that, of your own knowledge? I deſire 
you to anſwer that queſtion, upon your oath, Do 
you know, of your own knowledge, whether any of 
the land faction of the Council, have any influence 
with the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty ? 

A. I cannot ſay, upon my oath, that I can ſay ſo 
but I have often heard it ſaid ſo. I cannot ſay, I 
know it of my own knowledge; but I have often 
heard it ſaid ſo; and, by the manceuvres that have 
been made in the Houſe, I do think ir is ſo. 

Q. Do you think it is ſo imagined in the 
Houle ? | 

A. It is ſo imagined in the Houſe; greatly ſo. 

| Lieutenant Gordon withdrew. 
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WILLIAM GOUGH called in. 


Q. What is your ſtation in Greenwich Hoſpital ? 

A. I was a Boatſwain there ſome time ago, 
Q. What are you now? | 

A. A common penſioner, 


Q. What is the reaſon that you were a Boatſwain 
oO? | 


before, and are now no longer | 
A. At a Committee held at Greenwich Hoſpital 
ſome time ago, I was ſent for there by Lieutenant- 
Governor Baillie, to anſwer ſome queſtions which 
might be aſked me; in waiting on the outſide, I ſaw 
a brother penſioner there, very officious in taking his 
har off every five or fix minutes to people that paſſed 
and repaſſed; in a free way, I ſaid, If I was in his 
place, I would not take off my hat ſo often to every 
Gentleman, for no Gentleman required a poor man 
to take off his hat, but ar his rt approaching, or 
while talking to him.” A publican, that was ſtand- 
ing by, went and acquainted the Rev. Mr. Cooke 
of what paſſed ; he came, beckoned with his finger 
„ You, you.” I aſked him if he meant me? He 
ſaid he did; we withdrew a little way from the 
place; he faid, & I underſtand you have ſpoken 
% ſome diſreſpectſul words of me.” I ſaid, I did 
not. Said he, What did you ſay to ſuch a man?“ 
(one White). I ſaid, I told him if I was in his 
place, I would not take off my hat ſo often to any 
body as he did. He ſaid, I was an impudeat old 


ſcoundrel, and was guilty of faults.” And that was 


What I was diſmiſſed for. | | 
Q. What happened in conſequence of this? Who 
was you brought before? „„ | 
A. At ſix o'clock the ſame evening, I was ſent for 
before Captain Chads, the Captain of theWee k, and 
this White, and one Herbert, a publican; they were 
there as witneſſes to what I had ſaid; I was ordered 
to be put upon the Complaint-book for being diſobe- 
dient to the Rev. Mr. Cooke, and the Friday fol- 
lowing I was diſmiſſed from my. bread. 
Q. By whom? 
A. The Council. | 5 
_ Q. What enquiry did the Council make into this 
buſineſs ? %%% ;ũ¶ rü 
A. They made no further enquiry than heard what 
was laid againſt me, upon the complaint. 


Q. Did you ſtate to them, that you had ſaid no- 


thing more than this? 
A. I faid no more than that; but I meant no 
harm nor diſreſpect to any Gentleman whatever. 


QO. Was nothing more than that [lated againſt. 


you ? 

A. Not to my knowledge, 

Q. How long had you been at ſea ? 

A. Forty years; twenty-eight years in his Ma- 
jelty's ſervice. | | | 

Q. Have you been in any engagements ? 

A. Yes; in May and October engagements, 1747, 
with Commiſſioner Hanway ; he was a Captain 
then; and I was ar the taking of Thurot, at Carrick- 
fergus, on the North of Ireland, and the Courageux ; 
I was in the Brilliant frigate at that time, and have 
been at ſea ever ſince, till I came into Greenwich 
_ Hoſpital. | | 


Q. Is there any nuiſance in your Ward at Green- 
wich Hoſpital ? 


A. There was a nuiſance, it is there I ſuppoſe 


ſtill, that proceeded from a pipe that was laid down 


from the top of the Houle, into a pipe that was 
erected to lead the rain water into the common ſewer ; 
and, through the means of a pipe being laid into it, 
from one of the Officer's apartments, it occaſioned a 
nuiſance there. Sh | a 
Q. Has Captain Baillie ſupported the rights of the 
penſioners ? Is he a friend to the penſioners ? 
A. No man can be more a friend to them, as far as 
1 ſce, than what he has been. 
Q. What Ward do you belong to at preſent? 
A. The Namur Ward at preſent. 


„ 
Q. Is the pipe offenſive in the Namur Ward ? 


A. No; in the Jennings Ward, when I was a 


Boatſwain in that place. 
Q. Which Ward is the pipe a nuiſance to? 


A. To the Jennings Ward, and the Royal George 
likewiſe; it lays down through both. 


[ Williem Gough witharew, 


ALEXANDER MOOR called in. 


Q. What employment have you in Greenwich 
Hoſpital ? 

A. Cook, in one part of the Hoſpital, at preſent. 

Q. Was you the perſon that made the firſt diſco- 


very about the penſioners being ſerved with bull 
beef. | | 


A. Yes, I was. 

Did you take much pains to diſcover that 
fraud ? | 
A, Yes, a great deal, 
Q. In what way? | 

A. I often ſpoke to the butcher's men to ſtop it; 
and made enquiries what the contract was for the 
meat, as it was bad from September to June. I then 
went to Captain Baillie, and enquired about the con- 
tract for the meat, finding it go on in fo bad pro- 
ceedings; he ſaid the contract was for good fat ox 
beef and weather mutton. After I had ſtopped the 


proceedings of it on the firſt of June, as I obſerved 


to your Lordſhips, when I had the honour to be at 
your Lordſhips Bar ſome time ago, I was entreated 
by ſeveral of the Officers to deny there had been bull 


beef in the Hoſpital ; and after that, the Steward 


went to the Governor, on the 12th of June, 1775, 
on purpoſe to get the Governor to threaten to ſtop 


the proceedings. I went to the Governor, Sir 


Charles Hardy; he took me into the parlour ; he ſaid 
he: found I had known the meat to be bad ſome 
time; I ſaid it had been bad ever fince I had been 
in the Hoſpital ; he ſaid I did not act the part of an 
_ man, not to inform the Houſe before; I told 


him I did not know any thing what the contract was, 
but as ſoon as I did know what it was, I diſcovered 


it; he aſked me who told me about the contract, I 
ſaid the Lieutenant-Governor ; I ſaid there were no 


inſtructions for me in my offize; he then gave me 
ill language; he ſaid he would diſcharge me from the 


office, for being a buſy fellow; I ſaid it would be 
hard for my family, if he did any thing of the kind. 
Coming through the paſſage l made an excuſe; I 
told his honour I ſhould be glad if he excuſed me 


from any duty of that kind; he then ſaid, I muſt tell 


the Steward and Clerk of the Cheque, and take care 


of myſelf, for I ſhould not be long there. I mad 


application to the Lords of the Admiralty on behalf 


of myſelf and family; I have a copy of the letter in 


my pocket; Lord Sandwich bid me make myſelf 
eaſy, and things ſhould be enquired into; I appre- 
hend, if Captain Baillie had not taken the very ſteps 
he did, that there never would have been a pro- 
ſecution againſt the butcher, or any thing elſe; it 


ſeemed that party in the Hoſpital were carrying on 


ſuch proceedings, and would to this day, I was em- 
ployed by the Solicitqr of the Houſe for two years, 
on purpoſe to bring the Contractor to trial; I took 
all the pains I could; I believe in two years, I went 
near 3000 miles upon account of it, 

Q. Did Sir Charles Hardy reprimand you, and 
tell you, you would be diſmiſſed, if you did no take 
care of yourſelf, for being or not being a buly fellow ? 

A. For being a buſy fellow, and troubling myſelf 
about the butcher's meat; thoſe were the very 
words. — | 

Q. Had you any converſation with the Reverend 
Mr. Cooke upon this ſubject ? 

A. In Auguſt, I think, 1777, I had been in great 
diſtreſs, the Solicitor of the Houſe had told me, I 
muſt find money for my expences, he could not give 
me any money; it would be called bribery, but when 
the trial was over 1 ſhould be paid. 1 had a fami- 
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ly; made application; I got money, and bore all 
my own expences; when the firſt trial was over, the 
Solicitor paid me 10 out of 19l. I applied to the 


Board for money; I was diſtreſſed and troubled ſe- 
veral times by the people I borrowed the money of; 


I got no redreſs. About the 14th of Auguſt, 1777, 
I happened to meet Mr. Ibbetſon upon the walks; 


J aſked him in what method I was to apply to get 


my money; he was upon that account affronted. 
About the 15th, the Reverend Mr. Cooke ſent for 
me, and ſaid I had affronted Mr. Ibbetſon; and if 
I did not go and aſk his pardon, I ſhould get no re- 
compence at all; I did go. In the courſe of the 
diſcourſe, Mr. Cooke happened to ſay, that Mr. 
Baillie had been a very troubleſome fellow in the 


Hoſpital, and he himſelf had taken care that he had 


loſt his beſt friend, and he might get him as he 
could, mentioning Lord Sandwich. pe 
Q. Were your bills of expences ever paid you 
A. Notall. | 
Q. How much did the whole amount to. 
A. For the two years to about 45]. TE 
Q. Had not you a bill of 191 paid you? Did you 
never receive any thing by way of reward? 
A. I had 1ol. paid me, after I had made an affi- 


davit before Juſtice Ruſſell, a Juſtice of the Peace. 
| [Alexander Moore withdrew. 


Mr. CUST called in. 
Q. Whether you was preſent at the meeting of 


the General Court of Greenwich Hoſpital, (the firſt 


meeting I think it was) that ordered the Court of 
Enquiry in laft ſpring ; in April I think it was? 

A. Upon my word, I don't know; if I knew 
what buſineſs was done at the Meeting, I could tell 


whether I was there. 


Q. When the Court of Enquiry was ordered ? 
A. I believe I was at that General Court. 


Q. Whether you was not the perſon that made a 


motion there, in order for a Committee to enquire 
into the ſeveral charges contained in Captain Baillie's 
printed Caſe, concerning Greenwich Hoſpital * 

A. Yes, I was. | 


Q. What did you propoſe by that motion, and 
underſtand to be the purport of that order? 


* 


A. I underſtood the purport of that order to be 
to enquire into all the charges contained in Mr. Bail- 


lie's book; and I underſtood that thoſe charges con- 
| ſiſted of three parts, as they appeared to me upon 


reading over Mr. Baillie's book; the firſt part was 
abuſes in the Hoſpital, from three to ten years, 


that had a great many of them been remedied ; 


the ſecond was abuſes ſubſiſting in the Hoſpital, 
that Mr. Baillie thought wanted a remedy z and the 
third was, what appeared to me, on reading over the 


book, Wi ja By come the Directors, and the ſeveral. 


Officers of the Houſe; and as the Court of Enquiry 
was founded upon petitions preſented by the Di- 
rectors, and the ſeveral Officers of the Houſe com- 
plaining that their characters were unjuſtly attacked, 
I did think, when we had the honour to be appointed 
the Commitree, that it was our duty, firſt to go and 


examine into thoſe charges relative to the Officers of. 


the Houſe; becauſe, in reſpet& to the Directors, 
Mr. Baillie proteſted againſt the Committee, and I 
thought very properly, for ſitting upon charges in 
which they themſelves were concerned; and there- 
fore I did not think we were competent to go into 
charges in which the Directors were concerned; in 
conſequence of this, before we went into the enquiry, 
Mr. Morgan, the Counſel, called upon me, to 
know if I had any objection to his being Counſel to 
the ſeveral parties that bad preſented petitions to the 
Admiralty; I told him I had not; and I told him 
1 thought the plan would be, for us to take out of 
Mr. Baillie's book all the charges; what I call the 
libellous charges firſt, againſt the Officers of the 


Houle, and examine into them firſt, and deſired he- 


mittee all Directors? 
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would put them down ; he did accordingly put them 
down in a book, and he gave me a copy; I com- 


pared it with Mr. Baillie's book, in the beſt manger 
| could, and it appeared to me, that the ſeveral 


charges that related to thoſe parts of the conduct of 


the Officers, was very fairly put down; and when we 
met Mr. Baillie the firſt time, I told him the mode 
in which we intended to proceed; he objected in ge- 
neral to the mode, as he had done before. 

He objected, that we were improper people to en- 
quire; I told him, I thought, with reſpect to the 
ſeveral Officers, that we were very impartial, and 
competent to enquire into it, and that was the mode 
we determined to proceed in; if he choſe it, he might 
produce his evidence; we ſhould call upon him to 
ſupport his charges, then we ſhould call up the 
other perſons, to ſhew that the charges were not true 
this was the mode we had pointed out. | 

Q. Were not the perſons named to form the Com- 

A. They were all Directors, becauſe there was 
ſomething that appeared to me very fair in the pro- 
Poſal; and I did not know indeed who could be the 
perſons to be named, becauſe J had no idea, that 
the General Court of Commiſſioners, conſiſting of 
the great Officers of State, if they had been pro- 
poſed, I had no idea they would attend to this en- 
quiry ; when that. matter was propoled, I was at 


the Admiralty, at the Geceral Court; the Firſt Lord 


called upon Mr. Baillie ; he faid, Mr. Baillie, you 
Ive in your book ſaid, that there are a great many 
men of reputation, wealth, and honour, that at- 
tend often at the Board *; will you point them out, 
b-cauſe if you will, I ſhall move this Court, that 
they be the perſons that ſhall make this enquiry. 
Mr. Baillie refuſed to do that; then the Committee 
was appointed, leaving out all thoſe perſons againit 
whom Mr, Baillie had made the particular charges, 
Q Did you name the Committee? 
A. I did not. ; 
Q. Who then did ? | 
A. The red book + was called for by the Firſt Lord 
of the Amiralty, who read the names of the Directors, 
and ſaid he was of opinion, to form a Committee out 
of the Directors; we will exclude thoſe that cannot 
attend, and thoſe that are particularly charged in 
Mr. Baillie's book ; and as the names were read, the 
Reverend Mr. Cooke being particularly charged, 
he therefore was not one ; then ſeveral Admirals and 
Captains that were at ſea, they were left out; the 
only people that could be afterwards found, were 
the ſeven or eight that were left for the enquiry; 
if there were none others, how could Captain Baillie 
chuſe his men ? Mr. Fonnereau declined afterwards, 
he ſaid his health would not permit. | 
Q. Then were the perſons that formed this Com- 
mittee named by the Earl of Sandwich ? 
A. My Lord Sandwich ſaid, I think, my opinion 
is, the book ſhould be called for, containing the 
names of the Directors; and thoſe that cannot attend 


ſhould be left out; and thoſe againſt whom there 


are particular charges ſhould be left out; and the 
reſt ſhould be the Committee; and the General 
Court agreed to it. | 
Q. Was the Committee ſo pointed out by the di- 
rections of Lord Sandwich? | 
A. It was the General Court did if. 
Q. Did Lord Sandwich point out to the General 
Court the perſons to be of that Committee? 
A. Yes, I think he did, 
Q Was you Chairman of that Committee? 
A. Yes, I was, When I ſay I was Chairman, I 
Was Chairman for the'time I could attend; I attended 
from the 18th of April to the 8th of June; we had 
ſix or ſeven meetings in that time; I think I went. 
into Lancaſhire ; the Committee met afterwards, and 
then appointed another Chairman. 
Q. For how many days was you Chairman? 


The words in Captain Baillie's book are, « Men of worth and honour do /m times attend the Board;“ but he has not faid tiey 


wore ſufficient in number to conſtitute a Court. 


+ Court Regiſter. 
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will ſhew it; becauſe it is there particularly marked. 
Q Who did you look upon, in that Enquiry, to 
be the Plaintiff, and who the Defendant ? 

A. I don't know whether I can anſwer that queſ- 
tion, not being a judge of law; but it was an En- 
quiry. I conceive.” I will ſhew your Lordſhips the 
mode we endeavoured to go on with; it was this; 
theſe charges being ſo ſet down, we took Mr. Baillie's 
book, and we read a charge; the firſt charge, for 
inſtance, againſt the Surveyor was, „that he had 
« built an Infirmary as a palace for Officers * ;” we 
called upon Mr. Baillie to prove this charge, and 
then called upon the Surveyor to give an anſwer to 
the charge; that is the way we proceeded ; I did not 
know that there was a Plaintiff or Defendant in the 
caſe ; the Committee were ſummoned to enquire into 
the charges contained in Mr. Baillie's book; the 
Officers. "having preſented the petition, may be pro- 
perly called the Complainants, and Mr. Baillie the 
| Defendant 3 we called upon Mr. Baillie to give proof 
in his book of that fact; and then upon the others; 
to ſhew whether they were guilty of it or not; that 
was the mode in which we proceeded. 


Q. I think you fay they called upon Captain Baillie 


to prove his book; in that reſpect, he was the Com- 
plainant : at another time, you ſay they called upon 


rhe gentlemen who had complained, as Complain- 


ants ? 


A. We read a charge in the book, and having | 


read that charge, we called upon Mr. Baillie to give 
his proof of that charge, which Mr. Baillie, in ſome 
caſes, did; in ſome caſes he did not; then we called 
upon the perſon charged, to ſhew that it was not 
true; and when we had done that, and had examined 
through the whole of the charges againſt this man, 
then we deſired the Court to retire, and the Com- 
mittee, among themſelves, while it was freſh in their 
memory, came to a reſolution, whether they thought 
the charges well founded or not. 

Q. Was any Counſel permitted to attend ? 

A. Mr. Morgan attended ; Mr. 
jected violently againſt Counſel; told him that the 
gentlemen charged thought it right to have Counſel, 
and that he might have Counſel if he pleaſed I 
think his anſwer was, he could not afford to pay for 
it; but he deſired he might have a friend; we ſaid 


Cowley, I thought a moderate ſenſible man; I 
thought him, then, a centleman of the law, by his 
ability i in the buſineſs; but ſince underſtand he was not. 

Q. Then Mr. Cowley was permitted to affiſt Mr. 


Baillie, in the ſame manner as Mr, Morgan d 
the others? 


A. Yes. 


Q. Were any motions made by Mr. Ther, in 
conſequence of his being looked upon as Counſel, 
and as a friend for Captain Baillie ? Did he make 
any motions to aſk any queſtions ? 

A. Several times; I wiſh he had aſked more ; for 
Mir. Baillie was very troubleſome in the Committee, 
and, at ſometimes, behaved ſo rude, 1 thought the 
Commitiee could not go on; I appealed to Mr. 
Cowley as a moderate man, and ſaid, you are brought 
here to aſſiſt Mr, Baillie; I wiſh he would let you go 
on; you underſtand the matter; we ſhall go on with 
greater eaſe; but Mr. Baillie would not permit that; 
be took upon himſelf to examine the witneſſes ; and 

would not let Mr. Cowley go on. 

Whether Mr. Morgan did not arrange the 
manner in which Captain Baillic's complaints were to 
be examined ? 

A. Tes; but it was at my requeſt, 


Q. Did not Mr. Baillie object to Mr. Morgan's 


_ arrangement 


A. Yes; and ſaid, I think, that we FO M to go 
on with the enquiry, beginning his book, and read- 


o F 


A. I believe ſix or ſeven times; but the Report 


he might; he did produce a gentleman, a Mr. 
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ing it through; I think I told him, but I cannot be 
anſwerable for every word fo long ago, I told him, 
Mr. Baillie you have, by a letter you have preſented 
to the Court, (for he had preſented a letter, in which 
he objected to the Committee as an illegal tribunal); 
when Mr. Baillie wiſhed us to go on, I faid, we 
the Committee cannot proceed in That manner ; we 
will go on in what way we think the right way of 
proceeding ; we cannot go on in your way ; becauſe 
if we do, there are charges mult come againit the 
Directors; you object to our ſitting where there are 
charges againſt ourſelves, therefore we cannot go on 
in the way you preſcribe ; ; we have thought this the 
beſt mode; and we think right to go on in our own 
mode; we will not agree to it. 

Q. I underſtand, Mr. Cowley was looked upon as 
Counſel for Mr. Baillie ? 


A. They both, I think, ſaid he was not a Counſel, 


but a friend. 


Q But in the ſame ſituation to Mr. Baillie, as 
Mr. Morgan to the others 2 

. 

Q. Do you Amhder Mr. Cowley's aſking Mr. 
Adam, the architect, whether all the alterations 
appeared to be neceſſary repairs ? 

A. I don't remember that; I remember Mr. 
Adam s attending. 


Q_ And recolle& his giving his general approba- 
tion, -- 
A. I do; but that is all ſtated in the Report. | 
Q. The Report is ſtated in a different manner 
from what I wiſh to examine you to. 
A. I don't recolle&, particularly, what paſſed, re- 
lative to Mr. Adam; I remember his being there. 
Q. I will put a queſtion may bring it to your re- 
collection; do you remember that Mr. Cowley was, 
at any time, ordered out of the room ? 
A. I don't remember that, indeed. 
| "0 That he ſhould withdraw ? . 
A. I don't recollect that; and rather think that 


did not happen, becauſe there was a Committee 
Baillie firſt ob- 


appointed, I remember, to go and view ſome apart - 
ments, and Mr, Cowley attended Mr. Baillie : I 
don't recolle& his being ordered to withdraw. | 

Q. Did Captain Baillie introduce a Short- hand 
writer to take Minutes of the proceedings? 

A. Yes, he did. 

Q. Was not that writer ordered to withdraw ? 

A. Yes, he was ; I would not permit a Short-hand 
writer; at leaſt the Committee would not; 1 gave 
my opinion; I did not think proper to have a Short- 
hand writer, | 

2 What was the reaſon you objected to him: 

. I thought it improper; I did not think it pro- 
per have a Short-hand writer to publiſh, perhaps 
in the news-papers, very unfairly, every thing that 
paſſed; in the firſt place, I did not know the gentle- 
man; I did not know whether he would take the 
Minutes down fairly or not ; and as there was a Clerk 
to take the Minutes down, I did not think it right to 
have a Short-hand writer, 


Q. Who was that Clerk that did take the Minutes 


down ? 


A, Mr. Ibbetſon, the Zecretary* s Clerk; he at- 
tends at the Board of Directors; he 1s the under 
Secretary. 


Q. Was not Mr. Ibbetſon concerned in the 


charges? 


A. Certainly. 


Q. I think you ſaid it was his Clerk that took 
Minutes ? 
A. YES. 


Q. Yoy ſaid you did not think it proper to 3 
the Short-hand writer to take notes; don't you re- 
collect Mr. Evereſt took notes? 

A. Mr. Evereſt and Mr. Ibbetſon both were at 
the TROVE 6 likely they did take notes. 


* The words of Cop Baille's book, are, The Architect of the new Infirmary, who, inſtead of conſtrufting it as originally 


intepded, principally for the ſick and helpleſs Penſioners, built it rather as a Palace for Officers than an Infirmary for Sick; the natu- 
ral conſequence of which is, that there is not room ſufficient for the helpleſs men.“ 


Q. Will 
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Q. Will you explain why you permitted perſons 


concerned on one ſide to take notes, and not permit 


Mr. Baillie to take notes on the other? | 

A. Mr. Cowley was permitted and did take notes; 
I underſtood one perſon was ſufficient to take notes. 
MF There were two perſons did take notes on one 

ide? 5 

A. They were writing at the deſk; but I don't 
know what uſe they made of their notes; I have 
never ſeen them. ; 

Q. Why did you refuſe Mr, Baillie to have a 
perſon to take notes for him, and permit two on the 
other ſide to take notes? | 

A. I faw Mr, Cowley take notes for Mr. Baillie ; 
I thought one perſon ſufficient to take notes; I per- 
mitted the gentlemen belonging to the Hoſpital, 
Mr, Ibbetſon, and Mr. Evereſt, the Solicitor; and 
they had been uſed to be in the room when I attended 


the Directors; therefore I did not chuſe to turn them 


out: I did not order them to ſtay. 
Q. I beg you will mention whether the Committee 
examined into the Infirmary of the Hoſpital ? 
A. They did not; and I will tell the Houſe why 
they did' not ; Mr. Baillie would fain have had that 
matter enquired into, and come in as a charge againſt 


the Surveyor, for building the Infirmary improperly; - 
the firſt thing we enquired into was, to know by. 


what authority the Surveyor built it; we found that 
he had built it by a plan approved of by the Direc- 
tors, and recommended to the General Court, and 
ordered by the General Court to build it according 
to that plan, in a maſterly manner; therefore I told 
Mr. Baillie if there was any fault in the Infirmary 
itſelf, it was a fault in the Directors, and not in the 
builder; and that he had ſaid that it was improper 
for us to enquire into charges againſt the Directors; 
therefore 1 would not permit it to be viſited. 

Q. Was Mr. Mylne examined relative to the ſtate 
of the Infirmary? © 7 | LE 

A. Yes, he was, but againſt my inclination ; for 
would not permit his being examined; the Committee 
were for it, but I was againſt it; for I thought it to 
no purpoſe to enquire into the ſtate of the Infirmary ; 
if any thing was wrong, it was a charge againſt the 
Directors, and not againſt him. h 

Q. The Committee, then, did enquire into it ? 

A. They examined Mr, Mylne. 

Q. But did they go to examine, themſelves, the 
{tate of the Infirmary ? oP 

A. They did not. | | 

Q. How far was the Infirmary from the place where 
they were ſitting ? ” TT 

A. Two hundred yards, perhaps. | 

Q. Did Captain Baillie deſire that they would? 

A. He frequently deſired it. 1 

Q. Was not Mr, Mylne, as he was examined, 
one of the perſons that had complained againſt Cap- 
tain Bailhe ? | 
A. Yes, he was. 

Q. Could Mr. Cuſt think him an impartial evi- 
dence ? | 

A. No; I faid I was againſt it; the Committee 
ordered it; but certainly he was a perfon having 
charges againſt him; therefore, with reſpect to my- 
ſelf, I did not think him a proper evidence. 

Q Then, in that reſpect, your opinion is, the 
Committee did not do right ? 

A. I did not think it relative to the point the 
Committee were to enquire into; and therefore I 
did not think it right to enquire at all into it. 

. Is there a report in the Committee that Cap- 
tain Baillie's charge relative to the Infirmary is not 
well founded? | 

A. Yes, there is ſuch a report ; and the report is 
againſt the Surveyor, that it is not well founded, as 
far as relates to him. | | 

'Q. And that without going to examine the place 
upon the ſpot ? 1 
„A. Yes. 


F „ 2 


Q. And taking the examination only of the per- 

ſon himſelf concerned? | | 

A. The charge againſt the Surveyor was, that he 
had built it himſelf, as if he alone had undertaken to 
build it; when it came to be enquired into, the plan 
was ordered by the General Court; therefore we 
thought it no charge againſt the Surveyor. | 
Q. Had not the Committee the plans of the In- 
firmary before them ? . | 

A. No, I think, not the Infirmary. we had the 
plans of the Hoſpital before us; and I am pretty 
lure we never had the plan of the Infirmary before us; 
becauſe, finding it was ordered hy the General Court, 
upon a plan, we were of opinion, that the Surveyor 
was not anſwerable, if the plan was a wrong one, if 


he had built it according to the plan. 


Q. But was not that plan before the Court? 

A. I don't recollect whether it was or not. 

Q. It is a great diſtance of time; be ſo good as to 
eh,, Sov by | 

A. I cannot be ſure; I rather think it was not; 
I am not ſure, whether there was not ſomething 
pointed out as if the works were different from the 
plan; I think I remember ſomething of that; but it 
is at ſuch a diſtance of time I don't now remember it. 

O. That the works were different from the plan? 

A. Some of the apartments different from the 
plan; it is a long while ago ſince this Infirmary has 
been built; it has been built ten years; there being 
no complaint before of its being bad, and one of the 
things made us not examine ſo much, is this, there 
are articles of inſtruction; the Lieutenant Governor, 
when he ſees any thing wrong, is to call a Council to 
make his complaint; and it is to go to the proper 
place to be remedied ; I believe the Admiralty ; this 
Infirmary having been built ten years ago, and it ap- 
pearing to us that it was built by order of the plan, 
from the Hoſpital, we thought we were not to en- 
quire into it. N wu. 

Q. But there was ſome complaint, you ſay, that 
the building was ſomewhat different ? LO 

A. Tes. | | | 

Q. How were the Committee to know that, with- 
out going upon the ſpot to verify it? 8 

A. I think I remember ſomething of a plan being 
laid before us, becauſe the objection being made, 
that there was ſomething made that was not according 
to the plan, therefore, I thought if we ſaw the plan 
it would be the ſame as going to the place. 

Q. Don't you know there are large places allowed, 
for the Officers of the Infirmary that do not appear 
in the plans? | 

A. No, I don't, I did not 
that. 

Q. When you examined into it, who were the 


particularly enquire into 


_ perſons that Mr. Morgan called to diſprove the parts 


in Captain Baillies book? Were they the perſons 
concerned in it ? | 1 

A. Yes, I believe they were in general; unleſs 
your Lordſhip will ſtate any thing particular, I can- 


not tell; in a general way they were called upon. 


Q. I don't mean merely to deny the fact, but 
were not. they called upon to give evidence in the 
Caſe ? Sh | 

A. They were called upon to know, whether the 
facts were true, and then brought evidence to ſup- 
port their aſſertion. | | | 

Q. Was not their own evidence taken down in the 
Minutes? | 

A. Yes; I am rather apt to think, that what they 
ſaid was taken down in the Minutes. 

Q. Was Captain Baillie heard as an evidence 3n 
his own cauſe ? SIP 2 

A. I forget; he was called upon to prove the 
charges, but I fancy he was to produce evidence to 
prove them, but Mr. Baillie's conduct upon many 
occafions was fo very irregular, I will give you one 
inſtance ; I remember there was a charge againſt the 
Reverend Mr. Cooke, that he had bought his ace, 

I chin 
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I thick under the ſanction of the Firſt Lord bf the 


Admiralty; we thought this a very heavy charge; 


we called upon Mr. Baillie to prove it. Mr. Baillie, 


in a rude manner, ſaid, you are an illegal tribunal, 


I will have nothing to ſay to you; 1 will give juſt 
what proofs I pleaſe, and will examine into it in ano- 
ther place; I will give you no proof of it here; then 
we fet it down as ot-proved ;- and he often refuſed 


to give proofs, but wanted to go info the abuſes of 


the Hoſpital; and not to enquire into the ſeveral 
charges contained in his book againſt the ſeveral 
Officers, as far as they related to the Officers; we 
went into the abuſes; there were à great number of 
abuſes entered into; under the head of Mr. Godby, 
all the abuſes were examined into; where the Direc- 
tors were concerned, there we told him we were not 
proper perſons to examine into it. | 
Q. lunderſtand Mr. Baillie was not admitted an 
Evidence in his own cauſe ? OO | 
A. I think not, we heard what he had to ſay, but 
whether it was put down in his evidence or no, I 
cannot ſay. "WO 
Qt. But on the other fide, the other gentlemens 
evidence was taken in their own cauſe ? 


A. I will not fay always, it was ſometimes taken, 


Q. Do you recolle& that Captain Baillie defired 
ſome letters complaining of the ſtate of the Infirmary 
might be read, and Mr. Morgan objected to it, 


ſaying, he would not ſuffer his clients to produce 


evidence againſt themſelves ? | | 
A. It is very likely it might be f6, I don't recol- 
le& it particularly; I remember ſomething of an 
objection made by Mr. Morgan, of his clients not 
producing evidence againſt themſelves, but I am not 
ſure whether it was there or not. | . 

Q. Do you recollect whether thoſe were letters ad- 
dreſſed to the Directors, by the Phyſician and Sur- 
geon, and referred to Mr. Mylne for his opinion? 
A. I don't recollect that. a ee e 

Q. Do not you recolle& any letters addreſſed to 
the Directors, by the Phyſician and Surgeon ? 

A. No; I don't recolle& it; I don't fay it was 
not; it is likely there might be, but I don't recol- 
lect it. . . 
Q. Did not the Committee refuſe to hear the 
evidence of penſioners upon a great many points, 
when produced by Mr. Baillie ? 9 

A. Yes; and I believe I was the perſon that ob- 
jected to it; the penſioners were examined upon two 
or three occaſions ; I think there were four, five or 
ſix of them, as well penſioners as nurſes, upon ſome 
occalion, and the account they gave, was ſo very 
contradictory, and there appeared ſo much ill na- 
ture on both ſides, ſo much party prejudice in the 
Hoſpital, that 1 myſelf was of opinion, they were 
not proper to be called upon any more, and I did 
object, I think, to ſome of them; and I believe ſome 
of the Committee were of a different opinion; they 
thought they ovght to be called. {ad 

Q. You were of opinion then, that the penſioners 
were not the proper perſons to give evidence of gtiev- 


. ances? 


A. I do net know what it was for, but if it had 
been to grievances, I think I ſhould have thought 


them proper perſons to be examined to that; but as | 


ſaid before, their accounts were ſo contradictory, 
I thought it to no purpoſe to call upon them; if your 
Lordſhip will tell me any particular fact to which 
they were to be called, I may recolle& it 

Q Don't you recolle&, that the evidence of the men, 
complaining of a great nuifance of a drain running 
through their wards, were refuſed to be heard ? 

A, I believe they were; this ward is in Mr. Ib- 
berſon's apartment; if I remember right, it appeared 
do us, that this apartment was ordered by the Di- 
rectors and the General Court of Commiſmoners, and 
therefore it was a charge, if any, againſt the Ditec- 
tors; which Mr. Baillie had proteſted we could not 
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go into; befides that, I think that Captain Allwright, 
if I remember right, was one of the evidences that 
was produced, either upon that or ſome other occa- 
fions, and it appeared, that this drain, whatever it 
was, was a thing that had laſted ten years; I aſked 

him, whether by the fourth article of his inſtructions, 


if he met with any nuiſance, he was not to complain | 


of it tothe Council, he ſaid yes ;—why then have you 
complained of it ? no; he had not; why then, how can 
you come to complain to us, of a thing that happened 
ten years before, whereas, if you had laid it before 
the Council, it might have been remedied, and by 
your inſtructions you ought to have done it. 

Q. My queſtion is, Were the penſioners refuſed 
to be called in upon that oceaſion? 5 

A. I think it likely they were, for the reaſon, be- 
cauſe the Directors were concerned, we did not en- 
quire where they were concerned, not thinking our- 
ſelves competent. | | 

Q. Did it not appear to the Committee, that 6ne 
of the witneſſes was puniſhed, for the trifling of- 
fence of not taking off his hat to Mr, Cooke, the 
Chaplain ? | 

A. No, I don't recolle& that. | 

Q. One Gough, a penſioner ? „ 

A. I don't recollect that, indeed; 1 don't remem- 
ber at all that it came before me. | 
Q. Don't you recolle& having ſaid any thing 
upon that ſubje& yourſelf in the Committee? 

A. I don't recollett it, indeed. EE 

Q. Don't you recolle& having ſaid that it had a 
very diſagreeable appearance to be done at fo parti- 
cular a time, and that you was forry it had happened ? 

A. No, I don't; it is poſſible TI might ſay fo, but 
I don't remember it: I remember there was ſome 
complaint of Mr, Baillic's, that the evidence. was 
brow-breat ;z perhaps it was upon this occaſion that 
this man was puniſhed, and it was faid that he was 
puniſhed for ſome other offence ; and Iremember, at 
Mr. Baillie's requeſt, ſeveral people were called in, 
ſeveral of the Officers, and told, that if there was 
any bfow. beating of the evidence, or threatening, or 
RY, that the Committee would take particular 
notice of it; for we deſired all the evidence might 
be free and fair; I remember that was done at Mr. 
Baillie's own requeſt ; I think I might take notice of 
it, but will not pretend to ſay. | | 
Qi. Do you recollect a propoſal of calling in twenty 
of the men then on guard, as a fair and expeditious 
mode of aſcertaining. whether the complaints ſtated 
really exiſted ? 1 
A. Againſt which of the Officers was the com- 
plaint made; becauſe, if it was againſt the Directors, 
we thought it wrong to enquire. I told Mr. Baillie, 
don't interrupt us in our mode of proceeding, and 
when - the Committee has done with that mode of 
proceeding, if there are any grievances that ſtill re- 
main, I, for one, think they ought to be redreſſed; 
and 1 ſhall, if I fit till Chriſtmas, I ſhall certainly 
give my vote for the Committee ſitting to redrefs all 
the grievances, but don't interrupt us now in our 
mode of proceeding z it is likely that might be one 
of thoſe things that I thought it betrer to poſtpone 
till we had gone through our mode of proceeding z 
I cannot pretend to ſay. | 
2. If J underſtand you right, you faid you thought 
all theſe complaints were to be examined into, though 
the Committee ſhould be obliged to fir till Chriſtmas ? 

A. Not his complaints; 1 did not think the 
Committee could examine into his complaints; but [ 
thought all the grievances then ſubſiſting ought to be 
examined into and redreſſed, whether made by Mr. 
Baillie, or any body elſe; and I would have fat till 
Chriſtmas for redreſſing them, if the Committee had 
thought proper fo to do. 3 

Q. Do you not recollect a propoſal to take twenty 
men that happened that day to be upon guard, as a 
fair and expeditious mode of aſcertaining whether 
the complaints ſtated fcally exiſted ? ; 

C c | A. 
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A. I think it is very likely to be ſo; and if I ob- 
jected, it was to the time; that this was an improper 
time, and interrupted our proceedings.. 
am not aſking as to the time, but whether 
ſuch a propoſal was made ? 

A. I think I remember ſomething of it. 
Q. Was it not provy ſtrongly urged by Mr. 

Baillie? 

A. I dare ſay, if it was made, i it was ſtrongly urged 
by Mr. Baillie ; I have no doubt of it. 

Q. Did you object to it? 

A. Very likely; 1 objected for one: I remem- 
ber ſome propoſal was made; Sir William James 
thought we ought to enquire into it then, and was of 
opinion we ſhould take ſix, eight, or ten penſioners 
that were paſſing by to examine into it; that was his 
opinion; and if differed, it was as to the propriety 
of the time. 5 

Q. You thought | it ought to have been done e 

A. If it was an abuſe. 

Q. Whether it was an abuſe or not, would turn 
out upon the examination ? 


A. I thought enquiry into all abuſes were to be 


made. 

Q. And the propoſal chat was made by ſome 
Gentleman, and ftrongly urged by Captain Baillie, 
that the twenty men. upon guard ſhould be taken 
and examined as indifferent men, and that you; ob- 
jected to that propoſal only as to time ? | 

A. I cannot ſay that, unleſs I knew when it was ; 
what day, I cannot take upon me to ſay at this diſ- 
tance of time : I remember ſome propoſal made by 
Mr. Baillie to examine men, and my objecting to it, 
and Sir William James differing in FOG A with me. 
Q.. Was that ever done? 

A. No, never was. 
Q. Was there any enquiry into che dae of the 
linen ? If 

A. Yes; L think a very full enquiry into the ſtate 
of the linen, and we fat upon ir, 1 think, two or 

three days. 
Q. What was the reſult of that encuicy 2 Was it 
that the charge was made out? 

A. Mayl refer to the report; 1 cannot take upon 
me to ſay what the reſult of it was; it is ſtated in 

the report. 
Q. Did it not appear to the committee that © a 
2 number of ſhirts and ſheets then in wear were 
ort of the ſtandard allowed by the eſtabliſhment; 
and that the whole deficiency amoutited to a n 
quantity of linen? 

A. I believe it did not appear that there was any 
deficiency, becauſe 1 underſtand, from the mode of 
doing it, every ſhirt may not be of the ſame ſize; 
but there was no. loſs to the Hoſpital by it; there 
were a great many of them appeared to be very old 
linen; and it did not appear to me, that this linen 
might not be cut ſince taken off the beds. Mr. 
Baillie produced it all himſelf ; they were not taken 
off by order of the Committee. 1 
Q. Were there any men taken promiſcuouſly to 
Examine it ? 

A. A great many were examined of the new len, 
and all appeared of the proper ſizes; this was a 
baſker of old linen. 

Q. Would it not have been a fair method, to 
have taken the firſt 20 men upon guard to examine 
into this? 


A. I cannot pretend to ſay, whether the 20 men 


upon guard were to that point; I beg leave to refer 
to the report, for I cannot pretend to carry all that 
in my head: 1 know the linen was As into 
very fully. 

Q Did it appear that the Steward was allowed 
to cut the linen of the penſioners ſhorter or leſs than 
the ſtandard allowed? 

A. 1 beg to refer to the report. 


Q. 1 believe the report ſtates ſhortly, that "IE 


charge was  groundleſs, But I aſk, did it not appear 


® See all the Minutes of the Council of the Houſe, as per Index. 


I could ſoon turn to it, if I had the report; 
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chat the Steward had cut the linen ſhorter than the 
ſtandard allowed ? 

A. I beg that the report may be referred to; your 
Lordſhips have it upon the table. 

Q. Did it not appear to che Committee, that there 
was no ſtandard adhered to in making up the linen? 

A. Your Lordſhip has the report upon the table, 

becauſe 
: cannot recolledt i It. | 
The report ſhewn to Mr. Caſt. 

Q. Did it appear that there had been any ſtandard, 


by which the ſhirts and linen had been mealured, 


previous to the enquiry ? 

A. That I don't recollect; 
ſtandard in the books. 

Q. I do not doubt that, that it is in the books ; 
but was that ſtandard ever adhered to ? 

A. That I will not pretend to ſay. 

Q. Did it not appear, that the ſtandard was not | 
adhered to? 
A. I ſhould think it did, in ſome inſtances; be. 
cauſe their ſhirts were under the ſtandard certainly, 

Q Why. in the report, could the Committee ſay 
that chat part of Captain Baillie's aſſertion, that the 
ſtandard was not adhered to, was falſe ? 
A. It is unfairly ſtated ; the report ſays, unfair 9 
ſtated by Captain Baillie; and then they ſay, it ap- 
pears, that the linen cloth is cut up by the Civil 
Officers Clerks wives; that ſeemed to be the charge; 
that, we ſaid, was not true; becauſe we ſtated that 
there | is a ſtandard. 

Whether there was any enquiry. made into the 
ſtate of the ſhoes ? 

A. I think there was; 53 15 look. 

Refers to the report. ; 

Here is another thing that is ſtated in the report. 
e If, however, any complaints had been made to 
Captain Baillie, of the ſhortneſs of the ſhirts and 
6 ſheets, of bad waſhing, &c. it does not appear that 


I know there is a 


he has taken the proper notice of them, by lay- 


6 ing them before the Council, agreeable to the 


© 17th article of the printed orders, for the regulating 


&« and better governing the penſioners, &c. which 
it was his indiſpenſible duty to have done. 
Q. I want to ſee if any ng is ſaid about the 
ſhoes ?. 
A. Iam py the ſhoes were „ yg but I 
don't ſee any thing in the report relative to it; I 


don't lee any thing in it relative to ſhoes; I know we 


examined into the ſhoes, and examined relative to the 
Nurles cloaths, and found they were not ſo good as 


they uſed to be. 


Q. ls there any report made about theſe cloaths.; ? 

A. I don't find it in the report; I know we ex- 
amined into the ſhoes; and ſome that were Produced 
were found to be very bad. 

Q. Does that appear to you to be an impartial re- 
port, that does not take notice of ſeveral graunds of 
complaint that were proved? 

A. I don't know how that is; I know we examin- 
ed into the ſhoes. 

2. Does that appear then to be an impartial 
report ? t 
A. I ke that ſhoes and womens. Cloaths are 
omitted. 

Q That report chew. as far as that goes, is defec- 
tive and partial ? 

A. It is defective, as far as it goes, with regard to 
them; they ought to have been put in. 

. Was there any enquiry into the ſtate of che 
brewhouſe? 

A. Yes; I think there were enquiries 66 ma but 
it appeared they were grievances that had been reme- 
died, and no complaints made afterwards; I think I 
remembes it; I don't know where to look for it in 
the report, or elſe, 1 dare ſay, it would be found to 
be there. 

Was there any enquiry made into the abuſ.s of 
the Charity Stock, as charged in the mu Cale ? 


A.1 


* 


A. I am not ſure whether it was in my time made, 
or no; I think not while I far, | | 

Q. Was there * enquiry into the danger of fire, 
from the Taylor's ſhop ? ME | 

A. No; there was nothing ſaid about the danger 
of fire. | 5 | | 

Q. It is in the printed Caſe. _ | 

A. I am ſure it was not enquired into, while I was 
there. : ET 

Lou, I think, attended fix meetings? 

25 Yes; I did. 8 < 

Q. And the ſeventh you did not ? 

A. The ſeventh I did not. | | 

Q. In the courſe of theſe meetings you faid, that 
the Committee might fit till Chriſtmas ; that you 
thought it ought to do fo, to enquire into abuſes that 
were then exiſting ? N | 


A. Yes, that were then exiſting; if Mr. Baillie 


dad = thing to ſay, after we had gone through. 
Q. Did you attend at the ſeventh meeting ? 
A. I did not. | | 


Q. Did you expect that, at that meeting, the 


Committee would be concluded? 

A. I did not; I was obliged to go upon buſineſs 
in the country, as I told your ee before ; when 
I returned, I waited upon, I forget who, I think 
Mr. Ibbetſon, and firſt heard from him, that the 
Committee was put an end to; I was ſurprized at it; 
I waited then upon Mr. Barker, Sir William James, 
and Mr. Wells, and they told me the reaſons of it; 
and they have given me very ſatisfactory reaſons. 
_ why they did not act improperly in putting an end 
to it. . 
| Q You did not expect it would be over in one 

A. I did not, 


Q. Do you tecollect, that you promiſed to Captain 


* Baillie, when Mr. Morgan had gone through the 
charges which he had pointed out as againſt his 
clients, that Captain Baillie ſhould proceed to call 
evidence on matters which had not been inveſtigated, 
which had not been fully entered into. 
A. I don't recolle any promiſe; I did not think 
myſelf authorized to make any promiſe to Mr. Baillie; 
when Mr. Baillie wanted to produce evidence, and 
hinder our proceedings, in what we thought the pro- 
per, regular mode of proceeding, I ſaid, don't inter- 
rupt our proceedings, when we are done, if there are 
any grievances, if you have any thing to ſay, 1 ſhall 
be for ſitting upon them; I don't recollest making 
any promiſe in the way it is ſtated there, 
Q. You faid it as Chairman? Re 
Ai. I ſaid it fitting there. 

Q. Was that contradicted by any one? _ 

A. No; Mr. Baillie ſeemed ſatisfied with that, and 
then went on with the buſineſs. k 1 


Q. Do you imagine that Mr. Baillie relied upon 


what you had ſaid, that he was to produce his 
evidence ? VV | 3 
A. I ſuppoſe he did; he relied only upon me as 
one; I was only one in the Committee; «he did not 
deſire to have the ſenſe of the Committee taken. 
Q. Was any objection made to it by any body, at 
the time you ſaid ſo? pad 
A. None at all. * „ 
Q. Do not you particularly remember having re- 
peated this promiſe, or whatever you pleaſe to call it, 
when the gowns of the Nurſes were ſhewn to you? 
A. I think it is likely; I ſaid, ſeveral times, Mr. 
Baillie, do not interfere in our proceedings now, we 
are examining into the complaints againſt you; and 
when we have done, though you proteſt againſt us as 


an illegal Tribunal, yet if there are any abuſes in the 


Hoſpital after that, we ſhall think it right to enquire 
into them” I 
Q. Do you remember, that the protection of the 


Committee was claimed for the Nurles who had been 
threatened ? 


A, Yes. 


E oof, L024; 0; 4. 99 


Q. To have the protection of the. Committee, 
upon ſome ſuggeſtion, that the Nurſes were brow beat 
or menaced ? n e | 

A. I remember the Committee was exceediug 
angry about it, and ſaid, they would not admit of 
any ſuch thing; and deſired, if any threats had been 
uſed, none were proved, they ſhould have every pro- 


tection to give their evidence; and the Nurſes were 


told they ſhould. | 
Q. Did the, Committee ſay that, without having 
any authority for imagining there had been ſome 
menaces ? N y 
A. No other authority, I believe, but what Mr. 
Baillie ſaid. . vp 
Q. Was that denied by the people of whom it was 
ſaid * | 8 
A. I don't recollect; the Committee ſaid, the 
Nurſes ought to know, that they were protected by 
the Committee. 
Q Do you recollect any inſtances of improper or 
inſulting behaviour, to the Lieutenant - Governor, be- 
fore the Committee? | | 


. 


A. There were two inſtances; particularly, I re- 
member, the Rev. Mr. Cooke and Mr. Mylne; 


there were quarrels among them conſtantly in the 


room ; they behaved very indecently to the Commit- 


tee, on all ſides; we could hardly keep them quiet; 
they abuſed Mr. Baillie, and he them. Mr. Cooke, 
I recolle&, abuſed him; and Mr. Mylne thought 
himſelf ill uſed, by the charges brought againſt him, 
and he did abuſe him, in the Committee, ſeveral 
times. There were great indecencies on all ſides ; we 
could hardly go on with the bufinefs _ 

Q Where did that originate ! 


„ 


A. I remember Mr. Cooke called Mr. Baillie 
blackguard, or raſcal. | 

Q. Mr. Cooke, the Chaplain ? 

A. Yes. 8 3 
Q. Calling the Lieutenant-Governor blackguard ? 

A. Yes; blackguard, raſcal, or ſcoundrel, or ſome 
expreſſion that was very indecent; and I thought ſo 
ar me times” | 85 „ 

Q With regard to Mr. Myine; what did he ſay? 
A. There was ſome expreſſion of the ſame ſort in 
Mr. Mylne, that I thought he ought not to have 


made uſe of in the Committee, and ſomething of the 


fame kind; then Mr. Baillie made uſe of inſulting 
expreſſions to them, at the ſame time; in ſhort, they 
quarrelled among themſelves.  . 
Q That is what I enquire after; with whom did 
that originate ? 0 : 
A. I don't recolle& ; I remember telling the Re- 


verend Mr. Cooke, that he behaved very inde- 


cently to the Committee, 

Q. But ſhould you have been angry with Mr. 
Cooke, if Mr, Baillie was the aggreſſor ? 

A. He behaved very indecent to us; he faid we 
were a partial Committee, an illegal Tribunal, he 
would have nothing to do with us, we were partial ; 
I could hardly be reſtrained from turning him out 
of the room, he behaved fo rude at particular times; 
I appealed ro Mr. Cowley ; I ſaid, you, Sir, are a mo- 


derate man, let Mr. Baillie put his affairs into your 


hands, we ſhall then go on with our enquiry, and ſoon 
oet rid of it; I muſt do Mr. Cowley that juſtice to 
ſay, that he behaved properly. 

Q. Did thoſe words, illegal or partial, feem to 
apply to the Committee, as to their conduct in the 
enquiry, or to their being Directors? | 

A. To their conduct in the enquiry ? I will do 
Mr. Cowley the juſtice to ſay, that he did never while 
I was Chairman, make uſe of any indecent expreſ- 
fions whatever, but behaved very moderately, and 
with great propriety during the whole time. 

Q. Whether, as a Director of the Hoſpital, and 
as a Member of the Committee, you don't know, that 
many of the charges contained in the Caſe of the Hoſ- 


pital, as laid betore the General Court, are fubllan- 
tially true? 


A. That 
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A. That is a queſtion, 1 am ſure, I cannot anſwer, 
that they are ſubſtantially true ; they may be ſubſtan- 
tially true many of them, and be remedied; I am 


ſure the charge about the meat is remedied ; ſo many 


of them might be true, and be remedied fince, 


Q. 1 do not mean thoſe that have been remedied | 


- 


ſince, but thoſe that then exiſted ? 3 

A. We did not examine properly into them. 

Q The linen? | | rg 
A. I don't think the charges of the linen at all 
proved, 

Q, The ſhoes? | „ 
A. Nor the ſhoes; the fault did not lie there, it 
lay with the Directors, if there were any fault in their 
contracts, therefore we could not enquire properly 
into it, we did not think ourſelves authorized to do 
it. | 
Q Whether the complaint that the abuſe exiſted 
15 not ſubſtantially true ? | 
A. I do not think we enquired fully enough into 
it, to ſay there was ſome enquiry about ſhoes I re- 


member. 


Q. Did ] underſtand you right or wrong? 
We made enquiry into the ſhoes, and ſome 
of them appeared to be very bad, but there were 


reaſons given for the badneſs of the ſhoes; they were 


ſatisfactory reaſons, but I don't now remember what 
they were. 5 | 
What could be the ſatisfactory reaſons that 
could be given, why the ſhoes were bad ? | 
A. That I cannot tell; there were very few that 


were bad; I don't remember what the reaſons were 


now. | 
Q. Do you conceive there can be a ſatisfactory 
reaſon given, why ſome of the ſhoes of the Hoſpital 
ſhould be bad? _. F 
A. If complaints were made and not redreſſed, to 
of mal that is wrong, but I knew that they were 
ads | 
Q: And the gowns of the women? 25 
A. They were not ſo good as they had been for- 
merly ; but then, that muſt have been the fault, I 
10 think, of the Pirectors, in treating for theſe 
gowns, or not giving the ſame price; I cannot tell 
how that was, they were not ſo good as the others. 
Q. Do you think that it is true, that there have 
been ſeveral landmen admitted into the Hoſpital ? 
A. Certainly, 
Do you look upon that to be contrary to the 


Charter, or what? 5 


A. That is in the report that came under the head 
of the charge againſt Mr. Godby, the Steward; the 


charge againſt him was, that he had been illegally ap- 


pointed, being a landman; the Committee have re- 
ported what appeared to them upon that head. I 
believe, I am ſure we reported this; when Captain 
Baillie ſtated it, we were of opinion we were not 
judges, what was legal or illegal, and we did re- 


port it; it ſtands in ſome part of the report, that we 


did not think ourſelves competent toenquire into that, 
becauſe it was ſtated as an i legal thing. I don't pre- 
tend to judge of charters ; if I was to judge, I ſhould 
much doubt, whether, many of the gentlemen ſaid 
to be Officers, are Officers within the Charter ; but 
that there may be landrnen appointed to offices; but 
that I am not competent to judge of; it is a matter 
of law. „ 

Q. Whether women have not been appointed ma- 
trons, that are not widows of Officers? 

A. Ves; I think that did appear; one in the time 
of Lord Egmont, and one in the time of Lord 
Hawke. "AION | | 

Q. Did that appear to be contrary to the Charter 
or not ? | | 

A. That I will not pretend to judge of; that is a 
matter proper for your Lordſhips to judge of; I beg 
not to give an opinion about it. | | 


* Mr. Cuſt has been many years a Director of the Hoſpital, and his warrant as ſuch, ſays, © You are to govern yourſelf accord- 


moes and Rockings bad. 


FP L OR Us. 


Q. 1 aſk your opinion, what you judged 4 a Di. 
8 of Greenwich Hoſpital, whether you did 
judge 7 1 * 5 
A. Not having the appointment of them, we 
formed no judgment of it. „„ 

Q. Did you ever read the Charter? 


Fl 


A, No, never read it any further than as contained 


in Captain Baillie's book ; I never ſaw the Charter *. 

Q. Whether there has not been a great deal of 
money ſpent in making ornamental alterations and 
improvements in the Hoſpital, and in cleaning of 
pictures? ** . BS 

A. There has been none made but what was by 
the order of the General Court; we looked upon the 
Act of Parliament that gave the Derwentwater 
Eſtate, gave it, in the firſt inſtance, for improvements 
of the Hoſpital, and to complete it according to its 
firſt plan, and then ſhould go to the uſes of the 
Charity; and that money has been laid out every 
year for a number of years, but it is not yet com- 
pleated. 5 | 0 | 
Q. Whether the price for the ſhoes and ſtock- 
ings of the penſioners has not been reduced? 

A, I don't recollect, that will appear from the Mi- 
nutes of the Committee 55 
. Do not you know that the price now given for 
ſhoes and ſtockings has been leſs lately than for- 
merly ? 


A, I don't recollect; it is in the proceedings of the 


Directors, if it is ſo? 


Q. Would you think it proper for the Directors 


to reduce the price of ſhoes and ſtockings for the 
penfioners, at the time they were laying out great 
ſums of money, for cleaning pictures, and for orna- 
ments ? e 
A. I don't think they ought, ſo as to make the 


Q, Do not you know that the men have com- 
plained of their ſhocs and ſtockings? 
A. There are complaints, and Mis will be in ſuch 
a number of men; but the generality of the pen- 
ſioners don't think, I believe, that they are worſe than 
they uſed to be, | 


Q. Was any enquity made into that regularly ? 
A. I don't recolle& whether there was or not. 
Q. Bur the ſhoes you remember ? 


- 
o 


A. J remember ſomething being done about the 
ſhoes, and ſome were bad, one or two pair that were 
brought. gens Sn rol 
Q. Was there but one or two pair brought ? 

A. I don't think that there were more than half a 
dozen complained ß. 5 

Q. Was that examined into any further? Were any 
number of penſioners called to examine, to ſee if there 
were any more? ; 55 

A. I remember, by the examination that was made 
into ir, it appeared, that a few pairs were brought 


We. bb ot 5 EY n YB . 
Q. Did not Captain Baillie propoſe to bring in 

20 men out of the guard, to examine into that? 
A. I know it was propoſed to take 20 men out of 


the guard; but whether it was for the ſhoes or no 1 


cannot ſay. f | 

Q. Don't you know, that it was principally by the 
means and activity of Captain Baillie, that the but- 
cher's man was tranſported for ſtealing the meat ? 


A. Poſſibly it might; Mr. Baillie, in that bufineſs, 


Vas very active, and the Directors were very active 


likewiſe in it; but that is an old thing, of Jong 
ſtanding, and 1 don't remember it without referring 
to the books, | 


Q_ Do not you know, that Captain Baillie was 


active and inftrumental in convicting the contracting 

butcher ? 1 0 | | ; 
A. I have heard he was inſtrumental in it, and fo 

were the Directors; he was inſtrumental in it as a 


« ing to the Charter,” which every Director is or ought ta be in poſſeſſion of; yet it appears he never had the curioſity to re 


or enquire after it. 


Director; 
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come, and bid; if he is the loweſt price, we muſt take 


tionary power? | 28. 
A. They never exerciſed that diſcretion but 


up; but it was not done in any other inſtance. 


n. G 0 8 R. 8 


Director; I underſtand the moment the complaint 
was made of the butcher, the Directors ordered their 
Solicitor to proſecute. ; 15 

Q. Was not the contract renewed with that butcher 
during the pendency of that proſecution, and after he 
was convicted ? | | | 


A. I believe it was; we have great difficulties to ; 


know what to do in theſe caſes $ the ſame thing has 


happened fince this enquiry ; there has been a con- 
tract made, at which I happened to attend; at the 
Board we were under difficulties, we did not know 


what to do, and agreed with this contracting butcher 


again, The Officers of the Hoſpital may prevent bad 
meat by the contract; they may return it back, and 


go to market and buy freſh meat; we are obliged to 


contract with the loweſt that offers; and, in conſe- 


quence of that, any perſon under a feigned name may 


him; we don't know the perſon; we were under dif- 
ficulty how to act; the laſt time there was an adver- 


tiſement put in for three weeks or a month, to 


ſerve us for fix months or twelve; I happened to be at 


the Board, there were only two perſons put in, and 
the difference was a faving to the Hoſpital, in the 
year, g5ol. We could not conſent. to contract with a 
man, and give him 3zol. more than another. I was 


not at the Board when that was executed; but I was at 


the Board when the contract was made with this man, 


who I underſtand to be the fon; that was made the 
other day, and if we had not done it, we muſthave given 
350]. from the Hoſpital, I do not know how we 
can act otherwiſe, unleſs we had a diſcretionary 
power to take other perſons; and that would be at- 
tended, in my opinion, with more miſchief. 

Q. Do you think the Directors have not a diſcre- 


once and that was in the Painted Hall; if they 
took the loweſt bidder, it might be ill done, and 
they would not have an opportunity of finding it 
out; but with reſpect to the meat, it is the Officers 
duty to ſee the meat is good, and we could not find 
it out in the Painted Hall; and therefore, I was one 


of thoſe that, with reſpect to the Painted Hall, thought 


it not right to advertiſe when that matter was taken 


Q. Am I to underſtand from you, that there is a 
diſcretion in the Directors, not to advertiſe to take 
the loweſt bidder, and in the caſe of the Painted Hall 
they uſed that diſcretion? = 


A. 1 don't know whether we did not. take that 


matter wrong upon ourſel ve. 
Q. What reſtrains you from having that diſcretion? 


Do you know of any law or uſage to the contrary ? 


A. I know of no law; the fear of having greater 
jobs in the Hoſpital, have always induced them to 
rake the loweſt bidder. - 1 FEE. 

Q. Nothing has reſtrained them but diſcretion ? 
A. Nothing but diſcretion, - | 


s * 


Q. The reaſon you have given why the Painted 


Hall was not advertiſed, was, that being done at 


perſons ? 
„ e e e mor. 
Q. In what light did you look-upon Mr. Melliſh 


after having been convicted? 


A. In an improper light ; but I don't know: how 
one can help taking him; if Mr. Melliſh had ſub- 


ſtituted any perſon elſe, and he had been the loweſt 
bidder, we muſt have took him; ſo it appeared to 
dc | | TE 


of the Directors? | 0 rea ict v 595; 
A. I ſhould have thought that a very improper 
thing for diſcretion ; becauſe it js in the power of the 
Officers to prevent any abuſe, becauſe they may re- 
turn it, and go to market for freſh. | 


Q. Burt did not that abuſe exiſt for a long time? 
A. It did, b 


Q. I underſtood you that it was in the diſcretion. 
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Q. Then that guard was not ſufficient for the pur- 
poſe ? | 5 
K A. But I hope it will be in future, or ſome others 
found out, but I don't know of any. 

Q. Don't you know there were many complaints 
and diſturbances among the men about the beer ? 

A. I faid before, I thought that an old affair that 


» 


was taken up by the Civil Officers; it was their bu- 


ſineſs to do it, and it was remedied. I forget whe-. 
ther we went into it or not, perhaps we read ſome 
of the Minutes. | 1 

Q. Do you mean to ſay, that the complaints con- 
tained in Captain Baillie's book, that had been re- 
medied, were admitted to be true? 

A. Yes, I ſhould ſuppoſe they were. 

Q. Do you recollect having ſaid, at the Com- 
mittee, that though Captain Baillie's zeal for the 


+. penſioners might ſometimes carry him too far, yet, 


upon the whole, his conduct was meritorious, and 
ought to be conſidered ? 


A. Not meritorious, and ought to be conſidered 
I never was of that opinion; I am pretty ſure I never 
ſaid that. 5 | | 
Q. Do you think it is meritorious ? 
A. In what reſpect think ſo? = 
. Q. As having done juſtice to the penſioners; 


A. I believe that Mr. Baillie has done a great 


many good things in the Hoſpital ; and, in many 
inſtances, has done his duty as a very good Officer 
and fo have other people as good Officers; I have no 
doubt about that ; I never heard any complaint againſt 


Mr. Baillie ; I have been ſixteen or ſeventeen years 
in the Hoſpital ; I have not attended ſo often as I 
ought to do; my buſineſs was ſo much, I have not 


attended my duty ſo much as I ought to do; but 


whenever I have, I have never ſeen any thing, on the 


part of Mr. Baillie, that was reprehenſible, any more 
than one of the reſt; ſo much did I conceive Mr. 
Baillie a good Officer, that when this book came out, 


I own I never was ſo much aſtoniſhed in my life; 


when I ſaw all theſe virulent complaints againſt thoſe 


Officers with whom he ſeemed to fit in ſuch friendſhip ; 


I have often been in his company; I never heard 


him complain of them; and I was aſtoniſhed when 
I read this book; but as an Officer in the Hoſpital, 
I never heard any complaint againſt him. 


Q: Recolle&, whether you did not ſay, at that 


Committee, that Captain Baillie, though his zeal for 


the penſioners might ſometimes carry him too far, 


yet, upon the whole, his conduct was meritorious, 
and ought to be conſidered? 


A. I could not ſay that, when I conſider all theſe 


charges as unjuſt and malicious, in themſelves, againſt 
the Officers, as they appear to me to be., | 
Q. Did you fay fo? Pe, 


A I think not; I don't recolle& that I did. 
What were the proceedings, after this report, 


in Auguſt, at the General Court? 
As. At the General Court; we met, and I was 
Chairman of the Committee; having delivered the 


report, I thought it my duty to ſuggeſt to the Court, 
the loweſt price, it might be done by diſhoneſt 


that I thought there ought to be ſome proceedings 
upon it; and accordingly I ſtated to the Court what 
appeared to me upon the report; and I made a 
motion, that the charges againſt the ſeveral Officers 
were, in my opinion, in general, malicious and void 
of foundation; and that report was agreed to by the 
General Court; then another gentleman in the Court 


made a motion for the removal of Captain Baillie; 


which I agreed to. 
Q. What gentleman? ., 
A. Mr. Hicks was the gentleman that made that 


motion. 


day ? 3 0 

A. I was not. | 

Q. Then how could you fign a report of a Com- 
mittee, and afterwards make a motion to remove 
Captain Baillie, for complaints which, you ſay, were 

D d malicious 


Q. 1 think you ſaid you was not preſent at the laſt 
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malicious and ill- founded, when you had not yourſelf 


Attended at the proceedings of the laſt day ? 


A. Both of us figned; therefore I conſider my 
name as only going to the ſix days that I attended ; 
and in thoſe ſix days that I attended, there appeared 


do we ſufficient ground to ſay, that the charges againſt 


thoſe gentlemen were malicious and void of foun- 


dation; indeed I thought fo, and think ſo till, 


(-: Then your ſigning does not go to the ſeventh 
. 
A. No; I conſidered it only as to the ſix days in 


which I attended ? 
Q. Then you did not take upon you to ſay, that 


on the ſeventh day the charges were malicious and ill- 
founded? 
A. No; I only conſidered it as confined to the fix 
days. oe 
2 What was the motion made afterwards by 
Mr. Hicks? 
A. A motion to remove Mr. Baillie; and it was 
agreed to by the Court; the Lords of the Admiralty 
afterwards did not remove him, but ſuſpended him; 


and I underſtood it to be, becauſe there was a trial 
depending in a Court of law; and when that trial 


was over, and nothing in it appearing to vindicate 


Captain Baillie's character; for we underſtood the 


trial (but I was not preſent at it) that it was impro - 
perly brought; firſt, becauſe the book itſelf was not 
a: publiſhed libel, but a memorial, complaining of 
abuſes ; but I was not preſent at the trial ; after that 
was over, there was a meeting of the Hoſpital, and 
at that meeting it appeared to me, at leaſt in the de- 
bates upon it, that the Hoſpital ſuffered very much 
for want of a Lieutenant-Governor ; it is an Office 
of very great importance in the Hoſpital, and there- 
fore we agreed upon another letter or memorial to the 


| Admiralty, to deſire, that now the trial was over, if 
that had been the cauſe of the ſuſpenſion of Mr. 


Baillie, we deſired Mr. Baillie might be removed, 
and another Lieutenant-Governor appainted. 


Q. I think you ſaid, that when Captain Baillie pro- 


teſted againſt the Court of Enquiry, ie did it becauſe 
they were Directors? 


A. Directors 1 improper to enquire: into their own 


conduct. 


. I think you have ſtated, that you agreed with 


hien in that, that they ought r not to enquire into zheir 
own conduct? 

A. I did. | 

Q. And therefore nothing relative to that was en- 
quired into ? 

A. Nothing was enquired into; but chere | is a 


report upon it. 
Reads. 


* In regard to what concerns the Direftors, your 


= Committee found themſelves in a very delicate - 
8 *{ityation, to have referred to them the conſidera- 
tion of matters in which they themſelves were ſup- 


poſed to be intereſted; they, therefore, thought it 
*« neceffary to convene all the Birectors they poſſibly 


could, Captain Baillie excepted, who, by way of 


© anſwer to the charges, have reſolved.” 

So theſe ate to be conſidered only as anſwers to 
Mr. Baillie's book, without proof on either fide ; 
the reſolution made by themſelves as an anſwer to the 
charges. 


4Q. Then, though the Board of Admiralty directed | 


FO. oe rn; 00 8: 


"Then, vpon the other point, a letter was wrote 


. to the Board of Admiralty to, delire Captain Baillie 


to be removed ? 

A. Yes, it was. 

Q. Who was that letter ſigned by ? 

A. I believe by all the Directors; I bins I ſigned 
it for one. 

Q. Did not the Committee alſo refuſe to examine 
into any thing that concerned the appointments of 
the Admiralty, or of the F irſt Lord of the Admi- 
ralty? 

A. They did they did not chuſe to do it; they 
thought it too high a Court to enquire into; and 
they are not enquired into. 

QF Therefore any thing ſtated relative to them 
may be true? 

A, It appears to me to be rather, though a very 
ſmall one; but it is a ſmall libel againſt all the great 
Officers of State, for not attending their duty as 
Commiſſioners; that was not enquired into; there 
were ſome libellous charges againſt the Governor, 
that were not enquired into; and againſt the Firſt 
Lord of the Admiralty, and all the other Lords 8 
the Admiralty. | 

Q. None of thoſe matters that refpedt a complaint 

againſt the Court of Directors, the Admiralty, or 
Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, the General Court, and 
Governor, were not enquired into? | 

A. They were not. | 

Q. I think you have ſaid, in anſwer to a queſtion 
that was aſked you, that there were Matrons ap- 
pointed, that were not properly appointed, not being 
the daughters or wives of ſeamen ? 

A. So I have underſtood. | | 

Q. Whether it appears that any of thoſe were 5 ; 
pointed by the perſon who is now Firſt Lord of the 
Admiralty ? | 

A. It does not; I faid I underſtood Lord Egmont 
was one, and Lord Hawke the other. 

Q. Lord Dudley. I would wiſh to know of you, 
whether you do not think picture cleaning is a very 
delicate and nice buſineſs? 

A. Ido. 

' Q. If you had pictures to clean, whether" you | 
would not enquire for men of the greateſt note in 
this country; or whether you would employ thoſe 
that ſhould offer to do it cheapeſt ? Don't you think 
that a man that offered to do it cheap, 24 pro- 
bably ſpoil your picture? 

A. I do think ſo. | 

Q. If the Painted Hall had been ſpoiled, FR you 
think they would have got much 34 having i it done 


by a cheap hand? 


A. I don't. 

Q. Whether all the evidence before the Commitee 
was taken down in wtiting? 
A. I think it was; we had a Clerk that attended; 
and Whenever I found that he did not take it down, 
I went on flow, and defired him to take it down; | 
but I will not anſwer for the Clerk's having taken 

any A down. 
After you had gone through, was it not fre- 
. read over again! 1? . | 
A, Sometimes ; not always. 
Was it not, if any member, or the witneſs 
hind f, deſired it? ö 
A. Certainly but I am not ſure that it was done 


that the ſeveral charges in Captain Baillie's book 3 in all caſes. 


ſhould be enquired into, that Committee did not 
8 into thoſe that concerned the Directors? 
A. Certainly, they did not. | 

. Am I to infer from thence, that as fer inn ap- 
pears by that report, that there is no diſproval of 
any thing Captain Baillie bas ſaid relative to the 
Directors: 5 | 

A. Certainly ; unleſs the anſwers they: have given 
is a refutalion of! i, certainly no proof at all. 


. Inſtead of prey ond hes, 


Q You was at the appointment of the Committee, 
as a member of the General Court; it is mentioned 
that the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty named the Com- 
mittee, now I deſire to know, whether they were 
named by him, or propoſed to the Committee, and 
choſen by them as proper perſons? 

A. As far as I remember of that matter, I have 
ſtared; befare, that your Lordſhip (Lerd Sandwich) | 
did aſk Ms. Baillie; Mr. Baillie, you have ſaid there 


are 


HOUSE 0 
are men of worth and honour attend at the Board; 


will you point them out, becauſe I ſhall propoſe 
to the General Court, that they ſhould be the 


men. Mr. Baillie faid, I diſlike your proceedings, 


or ſomething of that kind, and will have nothing to 
do with it; upon which your Lordſhip deſired the 
liſt of Directors to be read, and ſeemed very deſirous 
that thoſe Directors only ſhould be taken againſt 
whom there could be no objection; that I take to 
be the caſe. | | 

Q. Was not Mr. Baillie offered to leave out any 
of thoſe, if he had any objection? 
A. Yes; certainly. | 

Q. Lord Sandwich. This that I have in my in 
hand is a letter, lying upon the table, written by 
Captain Baillie to the General Court: this is a para- 
graph in it: “ I meant to appeal to a Court of all 
<« the great and noble Perſonages who are named 
« in the Charter as Governors and Commiſſioners 
« of the Hoſpital ; iaſtead of which, I was informed 
« by Lord Sandwich at the Court, that none were 
« ſummoned at the General Courts, but thoſe 


« whom he thinks proper.” This is in the letter; 


I defire to know from you, whether you heard any 
ſuch words as thoſe come our of my mouth, that 
none ſhould be ſummoned, but thoſe I thought 
proper. 1 
A. I certainly did not; it is now a great while 
ſince, that I ſhould not depend upon my memory, 
but your Lordſhip did call upon me at the next 
General Court, and then J ſaid there were no ſuch 
words. = | 
Q. Did I call upon any other perſons beſides your- 
ſelf, to aſk whether that aſſertion of Captain Bailie's 
was true or falſe ? ie ee 
A. Yes, you did. 
Q. Upon how many? 
A. TI cannot tell how many. 8 
Qi. Did I calt upon all the Members preſent? 
A. I think you called upon all the Members pre- 
ſent. VF | 
Q. What was their anſwer? | 
A. The ſame as mine ; that they never heard your 
Lordſhip make uſe of any ſuch expreſſion. _. 
Qt. Did, at that meeting, Captain Baillie own him- 
ſelf ro be the writer of that printed Memorial? 
A. Yes; adding, at the ſame. time, that he had 
not publiſhed it, I think ; and that it was only meant 
as a Memorial to the Commiſſioners. Vs 
Qi. He owned himſelf the author of it? 
A. Yes; he ſaid he was the author of it. 
Q. Whether you ever read the lift of the Gover- 
nors and Commiſſioners of the Hoſpital? 
A. No; I never read it; but I underſtand that 
the great Officers of State, not by name, but thoſe 
that are great Officers of State, are Commiſſioners 
of the Hoſpital, + - 55 | 
Q. I ſuppoſe you don't underſtand that there 
are a number of Officers who are not Officers of 
State ? 3 . 47 
A. Yes; there are Commiſſioners of the Navy; 
there are two or three of the Trinity-Houſe, 1 be- 
lieve, that do attend now and then at the Board 
that I have ſeen there; but I don't know who com- 
pole the whole Court. | | 


Q Duke of Bolton. Whether you don't think 


that it was an eaſy matter to have found ſeven per- 


ſons, who were Governors and Commiſſioners of the 
Hoſpital, that were not Directors, to have formed a 
Committee of Enquiry, without going to whom 
you call the great Officers of State? | 
A. I very much doubt it; I will not ſpeak poſi- 
tively to that point : I don't think that ſeven people 
could have been found who would have attended, 
that would have made a part in that enquiry. 

O. Don't you know that all the Admirals of his 
Majeſty's fleet are Commiſſioners of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital? 

A. I don't know; 
rels; J did not know that they were Commiſſioners, 


1 did not ſpeak of the Admi- 
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Q Suppoſe they all are; don't you imagine it an 
eaſy matter to have found ſeven of them to com- 
ſe a Committee of Enquiry ? | | 


A. Another thing is, would they have attended ? 
that is a mere matter of opinion. 


Q. Was it any obligation upon you to attend? 
A. None in the world; I did not deſire to be ap- 


pointed. 


Q. Before that happened, who could have an- 
ſwered for you? Is it not a ſimilar caſe between you 
and another perſon? Who, before it happened, could 
be certain they would object to attend ? | 

A. We that were appointed were all preſent; and 
were aſked if we would undertake it; we ſaid yes, 
and were ready to undertake it now; if you had a 
pointed ſeven Admirals that were not preſent, (for I 
don't recolle& there was any one there) and they 
would not have attended, the Committee would not 
have been formed. | 
Q. Do you know that any others were ſum 
moned? Es | 

A. No. | 

Q. What was your ſummons ? . 
2 8 ſummons to meet at a General 
Court at the Admiralty. „ | 

Q. Did you underſtand that thoſe that were abſent, 
were not ſummoned ? Gs 8 

A. So I underſtood. 


Q. I underſtand from you, that after the fraud 
was committed by the butcher, he was employed 
again; tell me, if I am wrong? 5 

A. I underſtood it fo. | 
And that there was no authority ſufficient to 
authorize the turning of that man out, if he would 
undertake to do it for leſs than another; do I un- 
derſtand you right ? T | 

A, I don't clearly underſtand your Lordſhip. - 

Q. Tou faid, I apprehend that there was no au- 
thority for the removal of the man, though you 
have acknowledged he had been guilty of a2 
fraud? | | 5 

A. I did not ſay that. 


Q. I underſtood you, that he had ſerved the Hoſ- 


pital improperly ? 


A, Yes. | 
Qt That is a fraud? 

A. It is. . | 

Q. But he offering to do it for leſs than any other 
perſon, there was an obligation upon the Commiſ- 
fioners and. the Managers of the Hoſpital to employ 
that man ſo convicted? 17 

A. Ves; I think there was. 

Q. Follow me, and I will give you time to anſwer 
to me; if this anſwer of your's tends to any argument 
at all, here it lies, that whether the Hoſpital is well or 
ill ſerved, if a man offers to do it for leſs than another, 
he is to be employed ; now is there no ſuch thing as 
publiſhing in a Gazette, a contract to ſupply the Hoſ- 
pital, excepting ſuch a perſen ? 

A. Yes; there is. 5 

Q. Then that man might have been excepted? 

A. By name he might. 1 

Q. And, of courſe, could not have been em- 
ployed? 5 ES 
A. You might have excepted him by name; but 
if he had put in the name of John a Noaks, or any 
common name, and that man had been the loweſt, 
you would have taken. in that man; therefore you 
could not have excluded him from. the benefit of it, 
though you would have excluded him by name. 

Q. Whether or not a man of ſubſtance, offering a 
contract, will not always bear down any other man 
who attempts to offer againſt him ; his name would 
have ſuch weight, that an inferior butcher would not 
offer againſt that man; and for this reaſon ; becaule, 
ſays this man, if you offer to ſerve the Hoſpital with 
beef at a penny a pound, I will ſerve them for an half- 
penny; as long as that man's name continues, you 
muſt be ſenſible that no other inferior butcher could 
offer againſt a man of ſubſtance? 


A. 1 


———w—— — — 


— — 


rr re i 


PRAC nes» 
CY * 


63 —— — — — _ \ 8 
1 7 LI I IT x: roam — — — — 
” ,—_ — _ = - ** * 


R ene eee CEE 


— 


2 — 


— 


. —— 


% 1 3 7 
— 2 


— — : 


= oy — 
— 


FF 


— . i ⁵⅛ð . — — — 2 
0 5 1 a: — „ 
r 1 & — : ' s — . . 
- — — — 
8 © — 1 a 
— pe 
: 


N = 
AAA „ 4 
— — — - — fs. 88 

* 


make a great job of it. 
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A. 1 don't know what to ſay to that; we put in 
an advertiſement; there ſeems to me to be but two 
modes; either to take the loweſt perſon that offers, 
or to have it in our power to give a higher price to a 
man that we can truſt; now if that power is granted 
to the Directors, my idea is, the Directors would 


Q. Why do you think ſo? 


A. Becauſe they would prefer a friend; and, per- 
- haps, ſome of them be concerned in it; it is opening 


a door for a job. ah 
Q. Then, according to your mode of reaſoning. if 
a man is ever ſo great a villain, you muſt employ that 
man? | | | 
A. Les; the Officers are to do their duty to pre- 
vent it, | : 
Q. I think you ſaid, Mr. Hicks moved for the diſ- 
miſſion of Captain Baillie ? 
8 e th 
Q. Was Mr. Hicks one of the perſons that ap- 
peared as proſecutor of Captain Baillie, at the Com- 
mittee ? 9 8 e 
A. Les; I underſtood it ſo. 1 
Q. Was Mr. Hicks one of the Committee at that 
time? n e a 
A. No; he was not of the Committee. 5 
[Mr. Cuſt withdrew. 


. 


Mr. BARRER called in. 


Q. Was you appointed of the Committee to en- 
quire into Captain Baillie's book? ® in 
A. I was one of the Directors nominated, at the 
General Court, to be of the Committee. 

Qt. Did you attend that Committee? 105 

A. I did attend it twice; the firſt time I attended 
it was the firſt day of May; and when I was laſt, 
Wedneſday, upon this examination, it was ſworn at 
your Lordſhips Bar, that I attended there one hour 
only; therefore a very improper judge to give an 


opinion; the perſon that made that affidavit and de- 


claration, at your Lordſhips Bar, was in my company 
from ten o'clock that day till ſeven at night, at 
Greenwich, upon the Committee, except the ſhort din- 


ner we made to return again to diſpatch the buſineſs ; 


Mr. Cowley I mean I can bring ten Gentlemen now 
here that were preſent at the time. 
Q. This was the third meeting? | 
A. The ſecond meeting I believe it was; the firſt 
of May, I was there the whole day; and I was there 
the 19th of June, when we finiſhed the enquiry. _ 
Q. Then, I am to underſtand, you attended only 
two days out of the ſeven? $7 
A. Yes; it did not ſuit me; I came out of the 
country on purpoſe to attend; Mr. Cuſt was gone; 
I made” it my buſineſs to attend the ſecond or third 
meeting, from ten in the morning to ſeven in the 
evening; we retired one fingle hour to dinner, and 
returned again to buſineſs. | | 1 
Was there any conſideration given to the Gen- 
tlemen that attended that meeting? 0 
A. No other conſideration than ſpending their own 
money, and giving up their own tine. 
Q. Was you defired to attend by any body? _ 
A No; I thought it my duty, when my buſineſs 


would permit me, or my abſence from the country. 


Q. You was not deſired to attend by any body? 
A. No; only a general deſire to attend as often a 


we could, to get through the buſineſs. — 


Q. . Was that a deſire from any particular perſon 81 
A. No; a general converſation among the Directors. 


2. And was there no promiſe given, that the ex- 


pences ſhould be borne ? | 

A. I never heard any ſuch thing, nor nobody ever 
thought of it; if your Lordſhips mean to Know the 
advantages of being a Director of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
I have been one eleven years; ſometimes I have re- 
ceived gl. ſometimes 3l. for the whole year. 


PF. 4040; 


Q. Do you recollect being preſent at a meeting of 
the Trinity, at Deptford, on the 15th of June? | 

A. If it was a Trinity Monday, then 1 always a:: 
tend ; that is our annual day ; we go then to chooſe 
our Maſter, Deputy, and Wardens. 
Q. You don't remember having ſaid any thing 
there about Greenwich Hoſpital ? * 85 

A. I cannot charge my memory, that Greenwich 
Hoſpital was mentioned there. : | 

Q. You did not tell any, body there, that your 
expences were to be borne ? | 4 

A. No; it was in a morning I was there; if it 
had been in the afternoon, after one had had two or 
three bottles, one might have ſaid ſuch a thing; but 
I never heard of it, nor never thought of it. 
Q. Inform the Houſe what you thought to be the 


proper buſineſs of the Committee ? 


A. I preſume, to enquire into the charges Captain 
Baillie made in his book, apainſt the Civil Officers of 
Greenwich Hoſpital ; we thought that was the dut 
of the Committee; as there were charges made by 
Captain Baillie, in his book, to ſundry gentlemen of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, the Civil Officers, and ſome of 
the Directors, we thought it the duty of the Com- 
mittee to enquire into thoſe charges, to ſee whether 


they were right or wrong. 5 


Q. Did you underſtand that the Committee were 
to enquire into the charges, made by Captain Baillie, 
againſt the Directors? 5 5 

A. No; that was impoſſible, to enquire into a 
charge againſt ourſelves; we might have been very 
partial in our own judgment. We Ok 

Q. You did not enquire into that ? 

A. Certainly not. 17 | | 

Q Did you enquire into complaints againſt the 
Lords of the Admiralty? e 

A. More improper ſtill, to enquire into complaints 
againſt our maſters. „ 

Qi. Did you think you ſhould be partial in that reſpect? 
A. I hope not partial in ag. 

Q. Did you think it your duty to enquire into 
any thing charged againſt the Firſt Lord of the 
Admiralty? en e ET | 

A. Certainly not. ER 20. 
Qi. Any thing againſt the Commiſſioners in general? 

A. ; Surely not. „ 

Q. Were there any points, in Captain Baillie's 
book, that affected thoſe perſons??;? *' 

A. If there was any charge that affected any ſingle 
Director, we ſhould have enquired into it; he did 
make ſome ſuch, we enquired into them, and found 


them very wrong charges. 

Q. But reſpecting the Directors in general, you 
did not enquire into? *' „„ 

A. Generals is nothing; when he made them againſt 
any particular perſons, Captain Baillie's charge was 
read to them, their anſwers were received, and to the 
beſt of my judgment, we gave our opinion after the 
Committee was over, and the report made, which 
your Lordſhips may ſee in the report I had the ho- 
nour to fign. 0122.7 ® | 

Q. Did you permit Captain Baillie to make his 
charges in a regular way, and to ſupport them? 

A. He had as much liberty as any perſon could 
have; we never ſtopt him but when the gentlemen 
differed among. themſelves, and made uſe of language 
very diſagreeable ; we were ſometimes obliged to or- 
der the Houſe to be cleared, and to defire them to be 


more ſteady when they returned. | 

Q. Was Captain Baillie permitted to arrange his 
complaint in the manner he thought proper? 
A. He had while I was there, and I dare ſay he 
had the whole tine. 

QQ. Did a Mr. Morgan attend the Court there? 

A. He did for the gentlemen againſt whom Mr. 

Baillie alledged this charge. 1 

- Q. Did Mr. Morgan arrange his complaint, or 
Mr. Baillic bimſelf? 5 | 


„Mr. Hicks is a ſervant to the Hoſpital, as Sixpenny Receiver, and a Maſter, 8 a Director, Governor, and Commiſſioner. 


A. I don't 


'This is one of the abſurdities complained of in Captain 


illie's book. 
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a great deal, and fo did Mr. Cowley, Captain Baillie's 


friend, and prevented buſineſs going on, when it 


might have gone on much better. . 
Did Mr. Morgan arrange Mr. Baillie's com- 
plaints, or did Mr. Baillie make them in the man- 
ner he thought proper? 3 
A. I know nothing about their arrangement; 1 
never ſaw their Minutes; I heard their queſtions, 
and the replies to them, and gave our report ac- 
h 
Q. Did you never hear Captain Baillie object to 
the manner in which the enquiry was carried on? - 
A. I was not at the firſt meeting ; when I came to 
the ſecond meeting, I was ſurprized to lee gentlemen 
who were ſtrangers there; I aſked who they -were, 
they ſaid, one was Counſel for ſeveral Officers, and 
the other gentleman, Mr. Baillie's friend, which we 
ſuppoſed then of the law, was Counſel for him; I 
did ſay, that if I had been at the firſt meeting, I would 
have objected to Counſel; we wanted no law, but to 
come e 29 HH LE an 
Q. Did you hear Captain Baillie make any ob- 


jection to the Court, not permitting him to prove 


his book from the beginning to the end ? + 
A. No, never; Captain Baillie gave the Com- 


mittee a great deal of trouble, by ſundry improper 


queſtions, or the buſineſs might have been done in 
half the time, and much better, | 


Q Did you permit Captain Baillie to call his wit- 


neſſes to prove the charges? 
A. All the charges 1 knew of. 


* 4 


Q. Did you permit him to 
he thought proper rü 
A. I don't know any thing to the contrary when 


* * 


ll them, in the order 


I was in the Chair. 


Q. Do you recollect ſeveral of the blind men were 
refuſed to be called, concerning the removal of the 
poſts and rails ? VVV 


A. I remember the complaint that Captain Bail- 


lie made, that the poſts and rails being removed, 
that it was a prejudice to the blind men, that one 
had been run over by it; T told them we admitted 
it to be true, and therefore they need not call wit- 
neſſes to it. eee Jt COe's | 
Q. Did you report that you admitted it to be true? 
A. I cannot remember eight or ten months ago ; 
if I miſtake in my memory, I ſubmit to your Lord- 
ſhips goodneſs to corret mee. 
Q. Your memory ſerves you to tell us, that upon 


the removal of the poſts and rails, you refuſed to 
call in the blind men, telling Captain Baillie you ad- 


mitted it? 


A. There was a reaſon given for it; the time they 


were removed, the accident happened ; we told him 
we had heard the accident had happened, and we 
admitted it, on. 5 

Q. Then does not your memory ſerve you to tell, 
whether you ſtated that in the report? I, 

A. I don't recolle& ; the report is on your Lord- 
ſhips table; there was an accident happened; we ad- 
mitted it, 1 don't ſay we admitted that it was wrong 
to take the poſts and rails away, and put others in 
the room of them; I don't ſay it was ſo; we upon 
the enquiry and the Committee were ſatisfied with 
it, we admitted the man had received the accident. 

Q. Did you enquire whether it was a grievance 
ſubſiſting ? 5 LE BN. a a7 a 

A. Certainly we did examine, and it was not then 


ſubſiſting, but rectified, and in a more ſafe order than 
before. | 


Q. But did you refuſe to hear the evidence of a 
blind man, on the ſubject, aye or no? | 

A. A blind man could not be an evidence, whether 
ek na were removed, aye or no; we admitted the 
. a . * 1 3 4 Ys 


Q. Did you admit the evidence of the blind man, 
aye or no. 


A. I don't know; I know Mr. Morgan talked. ; 


A. It ſtrikes me now, I believe we ordered the 
Counſel to withdraw, and ſome gentlemen came in 
with a report of Captain Baillie's behaviour at the 
door, in order to ſet them againſt the Court and Civil 
Officers; I believe I have that in writing, if your 
Lordſhips will permit me to read it; the time the 
Committee was debating upon it after the room was 


cleared, the Council for the Civil Officers, Mr. Mor- 


gan, and the gentleman that attended Mr. Baillie as 
his friend upon the examination; their language was 
very extraordinary, their behaviour prevented the 
buſineſs going on; they were deſired to withdraw, 
and the Court to be cleared. Captain Baillie aſked 
if he was to return again; we told him directly, he 
might do as he pleaſed; when we were debating 
this upon their going out, the following extraordi- 
nary ſpeech, which had been juſt made in the room 
adjoining where the Committee ſat, by Captain Bail- 
lie to two blind penſioners, in the preſence of moſt 


of the Officers, and in the hearing of a number of 


penſioners and nurſes, which ſeveral of the Officers 
were ready to atteſt, and which Captain Baillie, 
upon its being read, did not materially diſavow ; 
% Go my lads, you will not be heard, you may 
«© break your necks and be d——d; you, the 
% lame and the blind, may do what you will for 
* the Committee, for you will meet with no re- 
„ dreſs here.” I ſubmit to your Lordſhips, whether 
after ſuch an affair as this, any gentleman would 
fit there to do buſineſs, | 3 

Q. Was this after the Committee was finiſhed 
or not? X | | 
A. No; when the gentlemen were defired to 
withdraw, that the Committee might take into con» 
ſideration, and go over the evidence, and ſee if the 
clerk had entered it properly. Bi | 
Q. Then I beg to know, whether you did refuſe 
to admit the evidence of the blind men, concerning 
the poſts and rails ? N | 

A. After that, we thought it proper to break up 
the Committee, but we had before gone through 
every complaint but this; we called in every civil 
Officer; before we finiſhedthe enquiry, we aſked them 
ſeparately if they had any complaints to make, and 
your Lordſhips will ſee their anſwer in the report. 
Q You called the perſons accuſed, to know if 
they had any complaints; did you call in Mr. 


Baillie ? 


A. He went away after this. 

Q. The blind men were not called ? 
A. They were not. 
Q. You refuſed to call them in ? 
A. After the Captain had made this public de- 

claration, what could we ſay? 

Q. Did Captain Baillie deſire the blind men might 
be called in to be examined, aye or nos? 

A. He ſent for the blind men, and after the be- 
haviour of ſome of the gentlemen, when we were 
obliged to clear the room, and was going to take into 
conſideration what was neceſſary for the examination 
of thoſe people, we admitted the poſts had been re- 
moved, and an accident had happened, and then 


when the report was brought in, of what Captain 


Baillie had ſaid, it was all over. 

Q. I muſt have an anſwer, yea or no; did Captain 
Baillie apply to the Committee to have theſe blind 
men called in? | | 

A. I believe he ſent for the blind men without 
applying to the Committee. 2 

Q. I aſk, did he apply to the Committee to ſend 
for them in to hear them ? : | 

A. I cannot charge my memory ; if he did, I be- 
lieve it will appear in the Minutes of the Committee. 

Q. Was the evidence of Mr. Charles Lefevre re- 
fuſed to be admitted? | 
' A, I believe Mr. Charles Lefevre had come be- 
fore the Committee, that ſat once or twice before; 
his name was mentioned ; the anſwer was, as the Com- 


This is a moſt extraordinary averment; for, to this day, not one yard of poſt and railing are put up again, out of more than 
twelve hundred yards ; yet, three Directors have ſworn to the ſame purport. 
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mittee before had enquired into that affair, we did 
not know it was the buſineſs of this Committee, to 
take into conſideration what had been before the 
Committee before, and under their conſideration. 

Q. Do you recollect expreſſing yourſelf, that it 
was very impudent for one man to find fault with the 
conduct of ſo many gentlemen as the Directors? 

A. No, it never entered into my thoughts; Cap- 
rain Baillie will do me the juſtige I hope to ſay, that 
] coook his part in one thing that happened there. 

Q. What was that ? 

A. I believe the Reverend Mr. Cooke; his affairs 
were under conſideration, and Captain Baillie ſaid 
very extraordinary things againſt him, and I believe 
the, other told him he did not ſpeak truth. 

Q. Was there any body elle? 

A. There was Mr. Mylne, the Clerk of the Works; 
he was charged with ſomething very indiſcreet, and 
the language was very diſagreeable, and I believe he 
might return it with a proper reſentment, but perhaps 
made uſe of a word, but I forget it; theſe things I 
wiſh to forget ; the other ſtruck me much, as coming 
from a clergyman. | 

Q. Recolle& the beginning of that converſation ? 
A. I would if I could, they were often loud, and 
contradicted one another too much for a proper 
enquiry. 2 8 
Q thought you ſaid there was one inſtance, in 
which you ſaid you took Captain Baillie's part; what 
was that? | 3 
A. In the inſtance of the Reverend Mr. Cooke. 

Q. Did you take his part againſt Mr. Cooke? 
A. Yes; I ſaid Mr. Cooke had not behaved pro- 


perly. | 
Captain Baillie ? 


A. Captain Baillie brought it up; he brought Mr. 
Cooke from the other end of the room; he ſaid 
ſome things that Mr, Cooke knew in his own mind 
he thought were not true, . 

Q. So Captain Baillie's attack upon Mr. Cooke, 
was charging him with ſome things ? | 
A. The charge was always read, the perſon charged 
gar it, and brought proper evidence to ſupport 
his reply. EO 3 
Q. Did Captain Baillie make uſe of any other 
words to Mr. Cooke, than what he had ſaid in his 
book ? | | 

A. I don't know that he did. rl SE 

Q. Do you ſuppoſe that the Captain, aſſerting the 
truth of his charges, was an inſult ? 

A. I don't believe that Captain Baillie's charges 
were true, nor one tenth part of them. | 

Q. Did he make uſe of any other words, than aſ- 
ſerting the truth of his charge ? 

A. I don't know, poſſibly he might. 

Q. What were they then? 

A. I don't recollect. „ | 
Qi. Do you recollect preventing Captain Allwright 
from anſwering a queſtion concerning the quantity 
of broth taken by people who had no right to it? 

A. There was a charge about ſome veal; there 
were alſo aſked, if there was any application from 
them to the Board, that is the Council; the Civil 
Officers were called in, all their names are down, to 
che number of 24; after a particular enquiry into 
the complaints of the Hoſpital, they were alſo aſked, 
whether their application to the Board of Directors 
had not been duly attended to, and every grievance 
redreſled ; they all ſaid they knew of none, except 
Captain Allwright, who ſaid he thought due regard 
had not been paid to a complaint made to Council 
reſpecting ſome bad veal which had been iſſued to 
the Infirmary ; but it appeared by the Minutes of 
the Directors, that proper notice had been taken of 
it by them, notwithſtanding the proceeding therein 
was irregular; as Doctor Hoſſack, the Phyſician, de- 

clared to the Committee he was not acquainted with 
it, notwithſtanding it was inſerted in the Minute 


Who began in that buſineſs of Mr. Cooke; did 


by a few ſhirts brought 
caſion. | | 
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book, that he complained of it, nor did he know 
any thing of the matte. : ITE 
Q. My queſtion is, whether you prevented Cap- 
tain Allwright from anſwering a queſtion concerning 
the quantity of broth that was taken from the men, 


by Officers who claimed it as a privilege or per- 


quiſite ? | | 
A. I don't remember ever hearing of ſuch a thing 
if I did, it will be in the Minutes, which are very cor- 


rect. 


5 Do you remember, whether you ordered Cap. 
tain Baillie to withdraw from the Committee-Room ? 
A. I mentioned that before; upon this extraordi. 
nary riot, I might call it, between the lawyer and the 
people, I ordered the room to be cleared; I ſaid we 
had done with law, you are to withdraw, and have 
no occaſion to return again; Captain Baillie. ſaid, 
muſt I go too; juſt as you pleaſe, Sir; you may re- 
turn again, if you pleaſe, _ „ 5 
Q. Did you tell Captain Baillie he might return 
if he pleaſed? | | 
A. Yes; he might return if he pleaſed ; after we 
examined the witneſſes, we went into conſideration of 
the charges for and againſt, that we might draw them 
out clear ; then we ordered the room to be cleared 
becauſe we thought it not a proper place to do buſi - 
neſs in, when we come upon that, with 20 people in 
it. 175917 SHE 
Q. Did Captain Baillie make any remonſtrance at 
that time againſt being ordered to withdraw ? 
A. Not a ſingle word about it, that I know of; 


certainly not. | 


Q. Did not Captain Baillie ſay he had more things 
to urge before the Committee, he wiſhed to enter into 
proof of? 2 HE | 3 

A. When Captain Baillie offered any thing before 
the Committee, it was entered into; there were ſome 
ſhirts that were not waſhed clean; I proceeded ; we 

not go there as waſhermen, but to enquire into 


di 
| ” truth and regulation of the Charity ; we did not 


look at them z we thought it not our duty to look at 
them; we paid 11, 12, 1400l. a year, for waſhing 
of linen; they have the proper Officers there, to take 
care of it; we ſuppoſe they do; it is their duty and 
intereſt ; they can get nothing by not doing it. 
| Q And therefore, when the complaint was made, 
you did not chuſe to enquire into it? | | 

A. We could not judge of waſhing a whole year, 
in upon a particular oc- 


Q. What other way could you judge of it? 
A. Not by half a dozen ſhirts brought in, | 
Q. Could not you judge of it by hearing the evi- 


. dence of the people? 


A. We had the people that waſhed them ; the 


| reaſon we did not go into thoſe particular things 


here, I have the honour to be one of the Directors, 
every complaint of waſhing, meat, brewing, every 


thing, when complaint has been made to the Direc- 


tors, the witneſſes have been called ; they have been 


examined, and the Directors have taken it into con- 


fideration, and given proper orders to the proper Ot- 
ficers to ſee it properly done; therefore, I did not 
think there, as a member of the Committee, that we 
were to repeat that there again; every charge that is 
made, every complaint, let it be of what nature it 
will, the perſons are ſummoned to meet at the next 
Court of Directors; they are to bring the proof with 
them, and the people charged to attend: that Cap- 
tain Baillie knows ; he has been there hundreds of 
times. | 

Q. Then you are to examine the perſons that 
waſhed the linen, and not thoſe that wore-them ? 

A. We brought the proper people to atteſt they 
were well or ill done. | | 

Q. Did you ſend for the penfioners that wore 
them ? a | 

A. No; it was not our buſineſs to ſend for the 


penſioners, . 
Q. Not 


Q. Not upon enquiries that concerned them? 
A. There are civil officers appointed for the pur- 
ole. | | ; | 
« Q. Was it not your buſineſs to enquire into the 
complaints of the penſioners ? | . 

A. If they complained, we did. f 
Q. Did not Captain Baillie complain? 

A. I don't call him a penſioner. 

Qi. Did he not complain in his book ? 

A. Excuſe me about Captain Baillie's book; 
people that know Greenwich Hoſpital, and read that 
book, will not be ſurpriſed at any thing; I believe the 
linen had been looked into. 

Q. But did the Committee look into it? 

A. I believe they might; I did not, as Chairman 

of the Committee; we did every thing that was our 

duty; every thing that was required of us. | 
Q. But you don't know that it was done? 

„ £5; : PE 

Q. When you came to fign the report, did you 
mean to ſign to the report of the days you was pre- 
ſent only, and the days you was not preſent alſo ? 

A. I figned to the whole report. | | 
Q. Without being preſent yourſelf ? _ | 
A. I preſume the Committee did, when, I was ab- 
ſent, as when I was preſent, they were very accurate 
in their enquiries ; they were very minute in every 
article; they cleared the room four or five times, and 
read over the Minutes. | „ 

Q. How do you know that, when you was not 

preſent ? 3 Ro 
A. I know it was ſo when I was there; I know it 
could not be otherwiſe by men of buſineſs. | 
Q. Though you was not there yourſelf, you are 
now telling us upon your oath, it could not be other- 
wiſe ; that the gentlemen. of the Committee, when 
you was not preſent, could not poſſibly do otherwiſe 
than be regular ? | | 


* 


A. I do upon my oath declare, that 1 believe what 


I figned there to be exactly true. 

Q. But do you know it? | 

A. I could not when I was not there. 

Q. But you ſigned it? _ | 2 
A. Yes, I believe I did, and I believe we all ſigned 
EE | | 

Qi. Do you recolle& having been ſhewn patterns of 
cloth, to prove that the Hoſpital had been ſerved with 
articles of a bad quality? | F 

A. If your Lordſhips will permit me, I will go 
into the particulars of what we purchaſe of the dif- 
ferent people for the uſe of the Hoſpital; when any 
thing is wanting, we advertiſe in the public papers, 
that at ſuch and ſuch a day, we will contract for ſuch 
and ſuch things. „ 

Q. Confine yourſelf to what was done at the Com- 
mittee; and whether you recollect there being ſhewn 
to you at the Committee, any patterns of cloth? 

A. I don't recollect it. 5 - | 

Q. You don't recolleEt being a little warm upon 
the occaſion ? _ : | | 

A. I might be warm, butjI don't recolle& any 
thing particular about it; but I recolle& I had reaſon 
enough to be warm with the behaviour of the people 
about me. | | 

Q. When you went down the laſt day, the 7th day, 
how long did you imagine the Committe ewould fit ? 

A. They told me the Committee, before, that they 
certainly ſhould get through the next day; they thought 
they ſhould have done it the day before; I ſaw by the 
Minutes who. had been examined; I ſaw by the ex- 


aminations who were gone through, and there were only 


two or three things to dothe laſt day of the Com- 
wittee ; and as I mentioned before, after we had gone 
through all the enquiries, I thought it neceſſary to 
call all the civil Officers in, to aſk them a general 
queſtion ; if they had any complaints ; if there was 
any ill behaviour; if there was any thing that had 
not been redreſſed; they all declared, which your 
Lordſhips will ſee in the report (their own words 


In page g1 it appears by the Report that was ſigned by Mr. Barker and Mr. Cuſt only. 
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very ſtrongly expreſſed) no; after that we aſked 
every gentleman ſeparately, by himſelf, had they any 


complaints; they all ſaid no; the Committee 


thought that it was neceſſary to adjourn to Salter's 


Hall, the uſual place of our meeting in London, to 


ſummon all the Directors to read the Minutes of the 
Committee, in order to form a report to the Lords 


of the Admiralty. | 8 n | 
Q. Had you no particular reaſon for putting an 


end to the Committee that day ? 
Min No, only becauſe we had gone through every 
thing. 

Q. Was there no reaſon becauſe of the proceedings 
againſt Captain Baillie in Weſtminſter-Hall ? 

A. I did not know any thing about it; I did not 
know that there was a trial in Weſtminſter Hall, till 
it was over. | 1 | 

Q. You ſaid you aſked every body, whether they 
had any thing further to ſay ? 1 8 

. 0 

Q. Did you aſk Captain Baillie that? 

A. He ſat next to my right hand. 

Q. Did you aſk him that? = 

a 2 Not in particular; I aſked if any gentleman 
a .. : | 


» 


thing to ſay? | 
A. Certainly, nothing more than about the blind 


men; and his going out making ſuch a declaration 


as he did, I ſuppoſed he meant to put an end to the 
Committee. | | 


Q. Did not Captain Baillie fay he had more wit- 
neſſes to call, and begged to have them heard ? 
A. No; not that I recolle& ; I would have fat four 


or five hours, to have paid Captain Baillie any com- 
. Mr. Barker withdrew. 


pliments. + 
Mr. COWLEY called in. 


Q. You attended this Committee at the deſire of 
Captain Baile? | 


A, I did. 


Q Had you any intereſt one way or other ? 
A. None, but the prejudices of friendſhip; I had 


a great pleaſure in attending a Gentleman whom I 
conceive to be engaged in a cauſe of humanity. 


Q. When the Committee cloſed, did Captain 


Baillie acquieſce to its being cloſed in the manner 
it was ? | | 

A. The whole was a ſcene of confuſion ; Mr. Bar- 
ker's conduct was every thing, I conceive, to be ar- 
bitrary and tyrannical through the whole eourſe of 
the proceedings ; Captain Baillie declared the buſineſs 
was not gone through, nor one half through; for 
we had relied, during the laſt two or three days, 


much upon Mr. Cuſt's promiſes, which we did not 
doubt he intended to perform. When Mr. Barker 
had gone through a mode of buſineſs, which I was 


not able underſtand then, nor even now, what the 
diſtinctions were, they ſeemed calculated to puzzle, 
which they did me exceedingly, Mr, Barker deſired 
we would withdraw ; we pleaded the benefit of Mr. 
Cuſt's promiſes; ſome complaints were made of my 
behaviour; I wiſhed to pay proper reſpect to the 
Committee, though not to their proceedings. Cap- 
tain Baillie ſaid, unleſs they would allow ſomebody 
to attend him, he could nor attend at all; it ap- 
peared to me the Committee caught at that decla- 
ration with great eagerneſs; then I deſire you will 
withdraw too; he did immediately, and never re- 
ceived any other meſſage to be called in; ſeveral 
other Gentlemen were called in, in his abſence, and 


we underſtood the proceedings were reſumed ; the 


order for him to withdraw was peremptory ; we 


were told by Mr. Wells, as he was driving off, that 


the Committee would meet again to enquire into 
the matters concerning the Directors; but they would 
want nobody but themſelves, HE. . 


Q. When Captain Baillie was ordered to withdraw, 


did he object to the cloſing the Committee? 


A. And did not Captain Baillie ſay he had ſome- 


A. Yes; | 
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A. Yes; and that he conſidered it as a violent 
arbitrary proceeding, to order him to withdraw; the 
whole was a very confuſed proceeding, and rather 
quarrel than argument, throughout the whole, Cap- 
tain Baillie- found that his evidence was generally 
refuſed to be called in; he preſſed much the buſi- 
neſs of the blind men; that their minds were greatly 
diſturbed; that it was a ſtrong charge in his Caſe 
and as he told Mr. Barker, that as he could not-be 
allowed to call evidence, it was ridiculous to ſay they 
fat there to enquire into charges, and not hear evi- 


dence through; the men were at the door; the rea- 


ſons given feemed to be excuſes why they ſhould not 
be called in; that the Committee determined not to 


hear them; the expreſſions that have been ſtated to 


this Committee were not made uſe of, till after they 
were repeatedly and peremptorily refuſed to be 
heard. Mr. Baillie's mind was a good deal heated, 
by finding his evidences were not to be heard, and 
the words he made uſe of were the complaints of a 
man in a paſſion. EE, | 

Q. Upon what ground did you imagine that Mr. 
Barker was only half an hour, or an hour, in the 
Committee the third day ? . 
A. I have recollected a 
what Mr. Barker ſaid upon that ſubject; he did not 
make much impreſſion on my mind; when he at- 
tended, I believe, the third day, he might be longer 
there than an hour; it did not preſs much upon my 


mind; I mentioned it as a thing that happened half 


a year ago; Mr. Barker might attend earlier; but 
the Committee, in point of form, did not open till 
there were a proper number aſſembled; Mr. Barker 
might be preſent before. The Members of the 
Committee afterwards went to dinner; they ſtaid a 
conſiderable time, and I recolle&t that Mr. Cuſt 
took notice of it afterwards; he ſaid this method of 
ſtaying dinner will not do; we muſt not think of 
dining any more; fo that I am pretty clear, in point 
of fact, that a great deal of that time was ſhort of 
actual buſineſs ; how long Mr. Barker might be in 
Greenwich Hoſpital, or in the room, I am not com- 
petent to ſay, but that he was a ſhort time in the 
room upon buſineſs, and therefore it did not impreſs 
„ n 

Q What is your profeſſion? 


A. I was bred in my father's ſhop in the country, 


| a bookſeller and ſtationer. 
Q. What bulineſs do you follow? 
A. I am no other buſineſs than that; I don't 
follow the buſineſs. | | 
Q. What buſineſs do you follow ? | 
A. I don't follow particularly any buſineſs. 
Qi. You are not a country gentleman of a landed 
eſtate, are you ? „„ 
A. No. | 
Q. Then you follow 
lihood ? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What is that? 3 
A. I have the good fortune to have ſome benefit 
from the ſtage, from my wife's writings. 
Q. What profeſſion do you follow ? 
A. I was bred in my father's ſhop. 
Q. Are you a writer yourſelf ? 
A. I certainly do write. 


ſome buſineſs for your live- 


[Mr. Cowley withdrew. 


Tueſday, May 4, 1779. 
The Rev. Mr. COO RE called in. 


Q. Whether you was preſent at any converſation 


that paſſed between the Earl of Sandwich, Mr. Mur- 
phy, and Mr. Butler, in December laſt. 5 
„ EY + 
Q. Relate what paſſed at that converſation ? 
As. I was preſent with Mr. Murphy, Mr. But- 
ler, and my Lord Sandwich ; Mr. Murphy came 
there with propoſals from Mr. Baillie ; and I recol- 
lect that Mr. Baillie's propoſals were for an equiva- 
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good deal ſince; I heard 


Mr. Deviſme? 


_ paſſion, that he might wiſh to ſerve, in caſe Captain 


ready to meet the enquiry ; he had done every thing 


know, 
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lent to be made him, that he might quit Greenwich 
Hoſpital ; the propoſals, as I recolle&, were, that his 
ſuſpenſion ſhould be taken off; that he ſhould ſtay 
in the Hoſpital a given time; that an equivalent 
ſhould be made: 1 think theſe were the propoſals 
that were made; when my Lord Sandwich heard 
thoſe propoſals, he gave little attention to them; 
Mr. Baillie ſaid he would burn his papers, and give 
up his books and thoſe fort of things in the preſence 
of any body; Lord Sandwich ſaid, I care not at alt 
for your books and papers; Mr. Baillie has done as 
much miſchief as he can; he can do no more; I 
don't wiſh to ruin Mr. Baillie nor his family; | 
ſhould wiſh to have nothing to do with him ; as to 
his family, 1 ſhould have no objection, out of com- 
paſſion fake, to do for them; I have nothing in the 
world to ſay to Captain Baillie as to his propoſals 
about his books ; he has done as much miſchief as 
he can; it was mentioned its coming into Parlia- 
ment; his Lordſhip ſaid he was ready to meet it in 
Parliament, or any where elſe ; that is pretty much 
what paſſed; there were ſubſequent meetings, | be- 
lieve, that I was not at; I am clearly of opinion, 
that Lord Sandwich never could or would have 
liſtened to it, if it had not been out of mere com- 
paſſion to his family; he did not conſider the man 
himſelf in any reſpect, nor did he wiſh that it might 
not be brought forward; he rather wiſhed that it 
might; and as to any office or employment that he 
ſhould aſk for, his Lordſhip ſaid, he was very unfit 
for any; and I am ſure he was moved to it by nothing 
but mere morives of kindneſs to his family. 
_Q. Haveyoudonegiving an accountof what paſſed? 

A. Yes; that is, as I believe, as much as I re- 
collect of the matter. a | 

Q. Do you know how Mr. Murphy came to that 
meeting ? | 5 e a 

A. No; that I do not know. 55 

Q. Do you recolle& nothing elſe that paſſed at 
that converſation? © VVV*V 

A. No; I don't recolle& at preſent; there might 
be ſomething more paſs, but I don't r collect any 
thing more at preſent ;. that is the ſubſtance of it, as 
much as I recollect, nor have I thought much upon 
it ſince. ; 55 2 5 

Q. Do you recollect nothing paſſing relative to a 


A. Yes; that was what I meant with reſpect to 
his family, or any part of his family, out of com- 


Baillie quitted the Hoſpital, reſigned, gave it up, or 
went away. 15 „ 
Q. Relate to the Committee the particular con- 
verſation, as near as you can recollect, the words that 
paſſed, without making your comment upon them? 
A. I cannot do that; I can give you the ſubſtance 
of it; which J have done; Lord Sandwich was very 


he could do; had nothing to give up; he had got 
it into Parliament, and he could not get it out of 
Parliament. „ 
Q Did Lord Sandwich ſay he had ſeen Captain 
C . „ 
- A. I think Lord Sandwich did ſay he had ſen 
Captain Kirke. | 
Q. What did he ſay he had ſaid to Captain Kirke? 
A. I do not remember. 
Q. What did Lord Sandwich ſay Captain Kirke 
had ſaid to him? | | 
A. I did not hear Lord Sandwich ſay; it was a 
meſſage I was much indiſpoſed to liſten to, for I did 
not like it at all. — 1 
Q. I am aſking you what Lord Sandwich ſaid, not 
what you were inclined to? : 
A. I wiſh to keep nothing from the Houſe that I 


Q. Do you ſay that 
wien ſay, that he had 
that Captain Kirke h 
Hoſpital? | 


ou did not hear Lord Sand” 
Pl ke to Captain Kirke; and 
no thoughts of Greenwich 


A. 1 


din b 
A. I do not recolle& that. 8 Rog 
Q. You did recolle& that Lord Sandwich® had 
ſpoke to Captain Kirke ? 7 
A. He ſaid he had ſeen Captain Kirke, and had 
ſpoke to him; but J do not recolle& what Lord 
Sandwich ſaid had paſſed between them. 
 _ Q. It is extraordinary that you ſhould recollect 
that Lord Sandwich had ſaid he ſpoke to Captain 
Kirke, and yet you ſhould not recollect what he ſaid 
had paſſed between them.? | | 7 
A. I do not recollect that. 
Q. Do you recollect, whether Lord Sandwich ſaid 


the Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital had faid, they 


would not a& with Captain Baillie ? | 
A. I did not hear Lord Sandwich ſay that; I can 


anſwer for one, as a Director, that I would not; 1 


did not hear Lord Sandwich fay that ; he might ſay 
it; but I did rot hear him. 

Q. Did you hear Lord Sandwich ſay, he muſt 
quarrel with them, or Captain Baillie ? 
A. I did not hear Lord Sandwich ſay the leaſt like 
that ? 
Q Did you hear Lord Sandwich fay, that there 


was in Captain Baillie a great deal of right and a 


oreat deal of wrong ? | 


A. No; I have heard Lord Sandwich ſay there 


was a great deal of wrong in him ? 
2. But you never heard him ſay there was a great 
deal of right? | | | 
A. No; I never have. 
Q. What did Lord Sandwich ſay he would do, out 
of compaſſion, to Captain Baillie and his family ? 


A. That he did not wiſh to ruin Captain Baillie ; 


to ſend him into the world a beggar, and in want; I 
believe Lord Sandwich's compaſſion and goodneſs 
would have gone ſo far as to do ſomething for his 
family, | | 1 

0. am not aſking what you think Lord Sand- 
wich would do for his family; but what did Lord 
Sandwich ſay he would do for his family? _ 

A. I believe Lord Sandwich would do ſomething 
for his family. | 

Q. Did Lord Sandwich, by any words, expreſs a 
diſpoſition to do any thing for Captain Baillie ? | 

A. Not for Captain Baillie ; but for his family, 

Q. What to do for his family ? | | 

A. That he wiſhed to ſerve Mr. Deviſme. 

Q. How? 

A. It was his propoſition, as coming from Cap- 
rain Baillie himſelf, through Mr. Murphy; I have 
always underſtood it came from him, that he wiſhed 

Mr. Deviſme might be made a Commiſſioner of 
Victualling, in the room of Captain Kirke. . 

Q. What did Lord Sandwich ſay to that ſub- 
ect ? 
, A. I don't recolle& what he ſaid to that ſubject. 

Q. Do you recollect whether Lord Sandwich ſaid, 


that if Captain Baillie would reſign, that he would 


make his half-pay 600l. a year ? 


A. I never heard him ſay any ſuch thing. Captain | 


Baillie faid, he thought his place worth 600l. a year. 
Q. Captain Baillie was not there, 
A. I am ſpeaking of the propoſal that came from 
Captain Baillie ; for I look upon thoſe [propoſals to 
come from him, through his Counſel and through 
his agent. 
Q. Give an account of what the agent ſaid then. 
A. The agent faid Caprain Baillie looked upon his 
place to be worth 6o0l. a year; but I could not 
Imagine that Lord Sandwich could mean to give him 
600l. a year. | | | 
Q. I don't want to know what you imagine; [ 
deſire to know nothing about your imagination; but 
what paſſed. Did Lord Sandwich ſay any thing 
upon Mr. Murphy's ſaying, he imagined the place 
worth 600l. a year? What did Lord Sandwich ſay 
to that? 
A. I do not recollect. 


Q. Do you take upon you to ſay, that Lord 
Sandwich did not, in that converſation, ſay he would 
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make up his place 600l. a year, if Captain Baillie 
would reſign his employment: | 

A. I did not underſtand Lord Sandwich to ſay 
any ſuch thing. | 
Q. Will you take upon- yourſelf to ſay he did not 
ſay ſo ? en 


A. I will not take upon myſelf to ſay ſo; I did 
not underſtand him to ſay ſo. TT 


Q. Will you undertake to ſay he did not ſay ſo? | 


A. I do not recolle& it; but I will undertake to 
ſay I did not underſtand Lord Sandwich to ſay, 
that he would give equal to 600l. a year. 

Did you hear Lord Sandwich ſay, he thought 
that the valuation of Mr. Murphy a fair valuation 
of Captain Baillie's place? 

A. No; I did not hear him ſay that. 

Q. You did not hear Lord Sandwich ſay, he 
thought Mr. Murphy, in ſtating Captain Baillie's 
place worth 600]. a year, ſtated it a fair valuation? 
Ai. I did not; Lord Sandwich knows the value of 
the place. | | 
Q. I am not aſking you what Lord Sandwich 
knows; but what you heard in that converſation. 
Whether you did not ſay, at that converſation, that 
it muſt be expected that the report of the Committee 
ſhould be printed without any reply ? 

A. I did fay that; I-thought that the report ſhould 


be printed, in caſe any thing was ſettled with reſpect 
to that negotiation ; that on the part of the Direc- 


tors, on the part of the individuals, and the Officers 
of the Houſe, that it ſhould be printed, as a juſtifi- 
cation of their characters. 

Q. And did you not fay, that it muſt be printed 


without a reply from Captain Baillie, © 


A. I ſaid no ſuch thing as without any reply. 

Q. Then, of courſe, as you did not ſay that, you 
do not recolle&, whether Mr. Murphy, in anſwer to 
that, ſaid, that the report was already printed, in 
two columns; that therefore it might be depended 
upon that Captain Baillie would print a third column? 
A. I remember no ſuch thing. | 

Q. Do you recollect, whether Lord Sandwich ſaid 
that if Captain Baillie did not reſign his office, he 
ſhould look upon it as a flag of defiance ? | 


A. I never heard Lord Sandwich ſay any ſuch ; 


words. 


Q. That he would turn him out, and he muſt 
take the conſequence ? | 


A. I never heard him ſay ſuch words. | 
| [ Rev. Mr, Cooke withdrew 


Mr. BERTELS called in, 


Q. What profeſſion are you of ? 
A. A painter and a picture- cleaner. 


Q. Have you much buſineſs in the way of cleaning | 


pictures? 
A. I do a great deal. 
: Q Do you know the paintings of Greenwich Hoſ- 
ital ? | 
F A. I do. | | 
Q. If they had been advertiſed to have been 
cleaned, for what ſum would you have done it ? 
A. For about 40ol. „„ 
Q. If you had been required to give ſecurity for 
doing it in a proper manner, ſo as not to have hurt, 
or damaged the pictures, would you have under- 


taken to give ſecurity for ſo doing? 
A. 1 would, 


[ Mr. Bertels withdrew. | 


JOHN GLASS called in. 


Q. What is your ſtation in Greenwich Hoſ- 
ital ? 5 
K A. I am in none at preſent; I am turned out of 
the Houſe for life, | 
Q. What was you in Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
A. A Boatfwain of the Painted Hall, 
Q. What was you turned out for ? 
FF A. The 


+ 
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A. The greateſt reaſon that I think is, I had two 
ſummonſes from your Lordſhips ; the firſt was from 
the Rev. Mr. Cooke, as I was told, therefore I was 
certain that I could ſay nothing with regard to that 
ſide, but Captain Baillie's; as I had given my affida- 
vit of the expence of cleaning the Painted Hall, con- 
cerning the workmen's wages, I had given an ac- 
count of that, and attended this Houſe. Mr. Pick- 
ton, the Boatſwain of the Infirmary, brought me a 
ſummons from the Houſe of Lords; he faid it came 
from the Rev. Mr. Cooke; I was amazed I ſhould 
have a ſummons from him; that was on the 24th. 
On the 25th I had another; that was brought by the 
Meſſenger belonging to Greenwich Hoſpital ; when I 
came from dinner, I had the ſummons given me by 
one of my partners; he ſaid, it came from Mr. Her- 
bert, the Meſſenger of the Houſe at Greenwich; that 
ſummons coming, as | imagined, from Captain Baillie, 
I thought I was to attend to ſtrictly; and, becauſe I 
attended to that, it was one of the reaſons why I was 
turned out of the Hofpital for life; upon the account 
that I did not attend to the Rev.. Mr. Cooke's 
ſummons. | 125 | | 

Q. Are you turned out ? 

A. I am. EEE; | | | | 

Q. What was the complaint, that was entered into 
the Complaint-book, againſt you? 


A. After not attending to Mr. Cooke's ſummons, 


Mr. Mylne, the Clerk of the Works, happened to 


come in, upon the 6th of March; the Painted Hall 


had been cleaned for the Sunday's ſervice ; it is made 
into a temporary Chapel ſince the fire; a ſtrange dog 
came in, Idid not know it was Mr. Mylne's dog, he 
came in after Mr. Mylne, I did not ſuppoſe it was 
Mr. Mylne's dog, or I would not have turned him 
out; it was my order to. keep dogs out, becauſe it 
had been cleaned for the Sunday ſervice. Mr, Mylne 
was ſwearing, in a violent manner, at the workmen, 
that were doing the curtain, to ſtop the ſound of the 
echo; I went in, at the ſame time, and I took my 
great coat, and went to hunch the dog out; upon 
that, Mr, Mylne left off his converſation with the 


workmen, and ſaid to me, that is my dog, I will 


have my dog taken care of as well as myſelf; he 
doubled hg Bar me and advanced two ſteps towards 
me, and called me a ſon of a bitch, and, more than 
that, ſaid I was a damned impertinent ſcoundrel; I 
ſaid it was more than any gentleman in the Hoſpital 
would ſay; Mr. Mylne was not ſatisfied with that, 
but went out and returned again in a few minutes; [I 
was ſtanding with my back to the northward; he 
came up, with a frown upon his brow, and anger in 
his countenance z he ſaid to me, what is your name? 


I ſaid, John Glaſs z he ſaid, I know it well, and 


doubled his fiſt at me again. 

A little after that, on the 1oth of the month, I hap- 
pened to be upon my duty at the Painted Hall, Mr. 
Fortye, the laſt Lieutenant appointed, came in with 
a young lady to play the organ, and ſome more 
gentlefolks with them; the ſound of my voice, when 
1 was giving the explanation of the paintings to the 
company, drowned the organ; if I had known they 
were upon a party of pleaſure for muſic, I would not 
have begun upon that duty; Mr, Fortye ſaid, leave 
off; I left off immediately; I obeyed him as being a 
Lieutenant, | 

There is a rule, when a ſtranger comes, to ſhut the 
Upper Hall door ; for if that door is open, a ſtranger 
will go up to ſee the paintings there; I pulled to the 


door and ſhut it, as I had done before; in ſo doing, 


the Rev. Mr. Maule, who was in the Hall at the 
ſame time, ſaid to me, what is that for? I ſaid, it 


was my orders. That your orders? I ſaid yes; and 
I have reeeived it from different gentlemen in this 


Houſe, and therefore I do no more than I have done 
before. I locked the door, as I often have done; but 
one fault I did, in taking the key our and putting it 
in my pocket; I acknowledge that as a fault. The 
Rev. Mr. Maule ſaid to me, open the door; I own 


I diſobeyed him the firſt time; but the ſecond time 


on Saturday to Captain Mapleſden, our new Licu- 


part of my offence. 
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took the key out of my pocket, and opened the door; 
then I obeyed the Rev. Mr. Maule. ; 
The next day following, I came up to attend your- 
Lordſhips, according to my ſummons; Captain 
Mapleſden came into the Painted Hall; my poor 
wife came to take my two quarts of beer, and ſhe 
heard the noiſe, Where is John Glaſs? They told 
him, I was attending at the Houſe of Lords, accord- 
ing to my ſummons; he ſaid, I was to do no more 
buſineſs there as Boatſwain, When I came home, 
my wife gave me that joy. Poor woman, ſhe kept 
up her ſpirits. But if he is broke, ſays ſhe, it is for 
no harm. When ſhe told me of it, I ſaid I could not 
help it; perhaps ſomething elſe would come by 
and by. I went to Mr. Lane, the Porter that hires 
us to ſhew the paintings, and pays our wages; I 
ſaid, I underſtood I had been broke, ſince I had 
been up at the Houſe of Lords; he ſaid, I am ſorry 
for it, for you are partly my main beam; 1 en- 
truſted you, and found you honeſt. 
I came up again, on Friday, to attend the Houſe 
of Lords; I was ſworn that day at the bar. I went 


tenant-Governor's houſe. What do you want? I 
am John Glaſs; I came to know whether you have 
broke me as being Boatſwain z he ſaid he had; and 
it is my poſitive orders that you ſhall do no duty 
there. I 8 Sir Charles Hardy made me, and I 
have been told it depends on him to break me, Tae 
next day, when the people came up here, to ſee your 
Lordſhips going to the Houſe, myſelf and my brother 
penſioners ſaid it was a great fight; I came up, and 
thought it was a noble one; ſome of the Nurles ciap- 
ped their hands together, and ſaid, God Almighty 
bleſs your Lordſhips! God bleſs Captain Baillie! 
Captain Baillie for ever! Truth and juſtice, and no 
alteration of the Charter! Theſe were the words they 
ſaid. When I ſaw his Royal Highneſs the Duke of 
Cumberland, I pulled off my hat, and gave tree 
cheers, as I knew the livery ; that was another gieat 
offence. - poof peel Foes ta 
On the Saturday following, I was ſent for to Cap- 
tain Mapleſden's apartments, where I found Captain 
Chads, Captain Lynn, and Lieutenant Beſſon. I was 
accuſed then; there was a perſon to write. aga q nſt 
us as rioters, and we were accuſed of that which I 
will do again; when J ſee any of the Princes of the 
Blood, I will give them three cheers, or any Lord. 
Lieutenant Beſſon ſaid, he did not fee that I was to 
blame, for that I was no duty Boatſwain, nor Mate, 
I faid, I was ſummoned to be there, that there was no 
mob, but only a collection of poor old geele, as we 
are ſtiled at Greenwich, come to ſee your Lordſhips 
come to the Houſe, and we were very well pleaſed. 
Captain Mapleſden ſaid, why did I not diſperſe the 
mob? Was it ſuppoſed that I could diſperſe the 
mob, when ſix Boatſwains could not do it; they 
went into their ranks again, and ſtood uſt as if th y 
were to face the French. I was reckoned a bad 
man, and a riotous perſon ; that was another great 
At preſent, I have neither 
victuals, nor drink, nor money; I have the air to 
look at, and a wife to ſupport. | 
Q. How long have you been at ſea ? | 
A. Nineteen years; and I ſhould have been at ſea 
nineteen years more if I had not loſt the uſe of my 
right hand (holding up his hand). I have bren up the 
Streights with the Duke of York; I have been five 
years in the Hoſpital, and was never complained of 
before. = 45 
Q. Did you keep an account of the cleaning and 
repairing of the paintings | 
A. I did. . 
Q. What did it amount to? . 
A. About one hundred and ſeventy pounds, with 
regard to the workmen's wages. | Ss 
Q. How do you know what their wages were ? 
A. The people employed, told me, and Mr. 
Davis's ſons have told me themſel ves. | 
Q Did you keep an account of that time? 


— 
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A. I did. | . 

Q. And from the accounts of their time, and the 
wages that Mr. Davis's people told you they worked 
at, how much do you ſay it amounted to? 

A One hundred and ſeventy odd pounds, letting 
alone materials, only bare wages to different work- 
men. | 2 . 

Q. Was you deſired to keep ſuch an account? 
A. No, not at all; I kept it for my own ſatisfac- 
tion, as I heard 1000]. was to be paid for it; the 


work men, and ſeveral gentlemen that came in, ſaid it 


was a very fine job. 

Q. What did they mean, by ſaying it was a fine 
job? | 
: A, For Mr. Davis to clear ſo much money as they 
ſuppoſed he did; they looked upon it, it might be 
done for about 400l. a gentleman ſaid he was a judge 
of painting. | 

Q. What was it ſuppoſed Mr. Davis was to 
receive? 1 5 | e 

A. A thouſand pounds. | 

Q. And, by your account of the workmen, how 
much did you ſay it coſt ? | 

A. One hundred and ſeventy odd pounds, 

Q. Did any body find fault with you, for taking 
this account ? 
A. Nobody at all. 

Q. And are you now quite turned out of Green 
wich Hoſpital ? T7 

A. Yes; I am entirely. 

Q. Was it by the Council? | 

A. Yes, I was preſent; I was diſmiſſed ten days 
before I was tried with regard to the dog, and open- 
ing the door with an air of impertinence, as it was cal- 
led, and leaving off the explanation when I was 
defired. | 

Q. And the other time was for attending this 
Houle ? 5 ; 

A. Yes; I went to the Council to anſwer charges 
alledged againſt me; I ſtood an hour and half; 
Lieutenant Fortye gave his evidence againſt me, that 
I had behaved in an inſolent manner; and he owned, 


at the ſame time, that I left off when he deſired me; 


therefore, I think, I obeyed him. The Rev. Mr. 

Maule was the next evidence againſt me; he ſaid, I 
would not open the door the flrit time he defired me; 
which I own was a fault. I was ordered then to ſpeak 
in my own defence; but I am before my ſtory ; Cap- 
rain-Mapleſden ſaid, What did he ſay? What was 
his impertinence? What was his bad behaviour ? 
Lieutenant Fortye ſaid, I ſaid nothing, but mutter- 
ed. I leave that to your Lordſhips whether that is 
faying any thing. I was ordered, by the Council, to 
beg pardon, which I would have done willingly ; I 
was to be broke from my place, as being Boatſwain 
of the Painted Hall; but that was not thought ſuffi- 
cient; that would not do; but I muſt ſtand three 
meat days in the pillory, before the body of the 
penſioners. | | 


people in the pillory for the firſt offence? 


A. The firſt offence is always forgiven by the x; is impoſſible for me to anſwer that queſtion. I 


know nothing at all on this ſubject, but what I know 


Council. 

Q. Was this your firſt offence ? 

A. Yes, it was, and yet I was ordered to be in the 
1 three meat days, beſides begging pardon, and 
being broke from being a Boatſwain. 

Q Did you refuſe that? 

A. The pillory I did; the reſt I agreed to; 1 
would not ſtand in the pillory, as I was ordered to 
give evidence the next day at your Lordſhips Bar; 
becauſe I thought the pillory a thing for a rogue ; that 
was my great objection againſt it, 

Q. Who were at the Council? 

A. Captain Mapleſden, Captain Lynn, Captain 


Chads, Lieutenant Fortye, Lieutenant Kerr, the Re- 


verend Mr. Cooke, the Reverend Mr. Maule, and I 
believe Mr. Godby came in now and then, to give 
his approbation. I would not do that, then ſaid Cap- 
tain Mapleſden, you muſt take the conſequence; then 


ſtand in the pillory; Lieutenant Moyle ſe 
Regulating Boatſwain, who came preſently after, with 
-a couple of centinels with halberts, and the mate of the 


Iſl 


ſaid I, fo I will; he faid the conſequence is, you will 


be turned out of the Houſe; I ſaid, I am ſorry for it. 
I was ordered to come to the Council next week ; 
Lieutenant Moyle came out, and ſaid, I am Lieute- 
nant of the Week; he ſaid, will you agree to what 


the Council have ordered ? Will you beg pardon in 
that manner? I ſaid I would do every thing but 


guard; I ſaid to one White, What is this for? Have 
I been guilty of any theft or miſdemeanor, that I am 
to be ranked out between hundreds of men? Two or 
three men that had been ſo guilty, had not been 
ranked out in that manner, but went out voluntary. 


Captain Mapleſden came out and ſaid, it is our plea- 


ſure you ſhould be ranked out in that manner, for not 


doing as we deſired you; Captain Lynn came out, 


and ſaid very kindly to me, Were it in my power 
I would hang you.“ | 


Q. You need not g0 on with that part of the 
ſtory; you was entirely turned out of the Hoſpital? 


A. Yes; ever ſince the 2oth of laſt month. 


Q. Is it uſual for Boatſwains ever ſtanding in the 
pillory? | 


A. I never knew an inſtance of a Boatſwain's 
ſtanding in the pillory ſince I have been in the 


Houle. 


Q. How came you 'to go to take the advice of 
Counſel, the Governor, Admiral Hardy, was the 
only perſon that could turn you out of your place? 

A. If thoſe gentlemen that fat at the Council took 
that power, out of Sir Charles's hand, I cannot anſwer 
for that. | 

Q. How came you to aſk Counſel's advice? 

A. By order of the Lieutenant of the Week. 
Q. When was that? 

A. The 22d of laſt month. | | | 

Q. And you mentioned, upon a former occaſion; 


that you applied to Counſel, to know whether any 


body but Admiral Hardy could turn you out ? 

- A. Before I was on the Painted Hall duty, I was 
a White Frock Man; and ſome of the penſioners 
would ſometimes come, when the beer was bad, and 
would find fault with us; we uſed to tell them we 
could not redreſs it, but they muſt go to the Of- 


ficers belonging to the Houſe; I was at the Coun» 


cil with regard to that, and gave my evidence at the 


Council with regard to the beer; the beer was very 
bad. 8 


you? 
A. Les. 


CHARLES BUTLER, Ex. called in. 


Q. Whether you was preſent at any converſation 


; b Lord Sandwich and Mr. Murphy, th 
Q. Is it uſual in Greenwich Hoſpital, to put - eee, e eee Or "om 


ſubject of Captain Baillie ? 
A. I beg leave to ſubmit to your Lordſhips, that 


as Counſel for Lord Sandwich; and therefore, I con- 
ceive it would be improper for me to anſwer that 
queſtion ; at the ſame time, I beg leave to obſerve, 
that it does not proceed from the leaſt want of reſpect 


to this Houſe, but from what I have been told is a 


profeſſional duty. | 

Q. Earl of Sandwich. I am exceedingly deſirous that 
Mr. Butler ſhould anſwer; and if it is out of any de- 
licacy to me, that he refuſes to anſwer, I totally ab- 
ſolve him from any ſuch obligation; and it is my deſire 
he will ſuffer himſelf to be examined ; I abſolve him 
from any engagement of ſecrecy he may have to me. 

A. I am very ſorry to be ſo exceeding troubleſome 
to your Lordſhips; but, as in the courſe of this bu- 


ſineſs of which 1 am now called upon to give an ac- 
count, the greateſt part of what I know, I alſo know 
from a communication with the Counſel of Captain 


Baillie ; 


for the 


Q. You | meant the Council of the Hoſpital ; did 


[Fobn Glaſs withdrew. 
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Baillie; | conceive I am not at liberty to ſpeak, un- 
| leſs I have alſo the conſent of Captain Baillie. 
Q. U beg to know whether you are of the profeſ- 
ſion of the law? 
A. I am. | 
Q. Have you taken the oaths ? | : 
A. That, I ſhould apprehend, is a queſtion which 
this Houſe will have the humanity not to aſk of me, 


becauſe it leads to an explanation rather inconvenient 


to myſelf. | 
Captain BAILLIE called in. 


Q. Have you any objections to Mr. Butler de- 


claring any thing he knows concerning the tranſac- 
tion between Lord Sandwich and you? 

A. Ihave no ſecrets in this buſineſs. 

Q. Are you deſirous that both Mr, Butler and 
Mr. Murphy ſhould be examined ? _ 

A. I wiſh exceedingly they may be both examined. 


Mr, Butler ſworn at the Bar. I hope your Lord- 


ſhips will excuſe me in mentioning, that as I have 
now the expreſs conſent to be examined of Lord Sand- 
wich and Captain Baillie, whether I am to be called 
Counſel or Attorney, I wiſh to wave, becauſe it is 
waved by the parties. EE 

Q. Was you preſent at any converſation between 


Lord. Sandwich and Mr. Murphy on the ſubject of 


Captain Baillie, 


A. I was preſent at a converſation between Lord 


Sandwich and Mr. Murphy on the occaſion ; but I 
believe it will be difficult to explain that converla- 
tion, unleſs J alſo explain the ſteps preceding it; and 
if your Lordfhips will give me leave, I ſhall be glad 
to mention all I know upon the ſubj:&—A bout the 


beginning of the month of laſt December, being at 


Serle's Coffee-houſe, in Lincoln's Inn, (a Coffee-houſe 
much frequented by lawyers) Mr, Murphy came in ; 
we diſcourſed together on various ſubjects; and, at 


length, upon the ſubject of Greenwich Hoſpital ; but 


which firſt mentioned that ſubject, I am at preſent at 
a loſs to recollect; I believe your Lordſhip can re- 
collect a topic of converſation that was, about that 
time, very frequent even among your Lordſhips, the 
very great diſplay of abilities that a young gentle- 
man of the profeſſion of the law had made on the 
argument concerning Greenwich Hoſpital, in the 
Court of King's-Bench; as far as my recollection 
now ſerves me, it began by a converſation relative to 


that gentleman ; | had not been preſent at the argu- 


ment, and therefore it is probable I might aſk Mr. 
Murphy, whether that gentleman was entitled to the 
great reputation he had acquired; it is exceedingly 
probable the converſation might begin upon that 
ſubject, though I do not recollect it exactly, and that 
it might go on to the Caſe of Greenwich Hoſpital ; in 
the courſe of that buſineſs, Mr. Murphy ſaid he was 
exceedingly ſurpriſed that Lord Sandwich did not ac- 
cept Captain Baillie's offer of retiring for an equiva- 
| lent proviſion; that to ruin Captain Baillie would be 
beneath Lord Sandwich; to make a proviſion for 
him would be generous; and he wondered his Lord- 
ſhip did not do it. I aſked him if Captain Baillie was 
in earneſt, in that propoſal. Mr. Murphy's anſwer 
was, that to be conſiſtent with himſelf, he muſt be 
fo. I told him that I frequently had the honour of 
ſeeing Lord Sandwich, and, if it was his deſire, that 
} ſhould mention what had paſſed between us to his 
Lordſhip, I would do fo; he accordingly, not only 
conſented, but deſired that I ſhould do it; I wrote 
to his Lordſhip, that I had ſome particular buſineſs 
to communicate to him, and begged he would ap- 
point a time when I ſhould wait upon him; his Lord- 


ſhip appointed me to breakfaſt with him the next 


day; and I accordingly waited upon him; J cannot 
immediately recolet the day of the month; and 
though 1 have taken ſome pains to find it, I have 
not been able; but | ſhould imagine it was about the 
10th, 11th, or 12th (but I may be wrong as to two 
or three days) of the month of December. In con- 
ſequence ot this defire, I waited upon his Lordſhip; 


nn 


he heard me relate the converſation which had paſſed 
between Mr. Murphy and myſelf the preceding day; 
it is impoſſible to be more averſe than his Lordſhip 
was to proceed at all upon the buſineſs; but upon 
my repreſenting to him, that Mr. Murphy was a man 
of a very reſpectable character, his Lordſhip conſented 
to give him, through me, an anſwer to what had 
paſſed the day before between us; his Lordſhip ſaid, 
however diſreſpectful, ungrateful, or ungenerous, 
Captain Baillie's conduct might have been, he really 
did not wiſh to ruin him, or to add to his diſtreſſes; 
but Captain Baillie had made himſelf fo exceeding. 
odious to every perſon in the Hoſpital, and his ſtay 
there would be ſuch an infinite ſource of diſcontene 
and diviſion, and was ſo directly contrary and incom- 
patible with the peace and welfare of the Hoſpital, 
that it was impoſſible to continue him in the Hoſpi- 
tal any longer; if, therefore, he would conſult the 
peace and welfare of the Hoſpital ſo much, as to re- 
tire immediately, and reſign all his offices and em- 
ployments there, that he had no objection to make 
him ſome proviſion ; he faid he would noi fee Cap- 
tain Baillie on any account or pretence whatever; 


but that he had no objection to ſee Mr. Murphy. 


] communicated. theſe propoſals to Mr. Murphy the 
ſame day; and, at the ſame meeting, the following 
propoſals were dictated to me, by Mr. Murphy: 

Q. How did you communicate to Mr. Murphy 
what Lord Sandwich ſaid ? 2 „ 
A. By word of mouth; when T came into Mr. 
Murphy's chambers, Captain Baillie and his brother 
(as Mr. Murphy has ſince told me) happened, by ac- 
cident, to be at Mr. Murphy's chambers ; when 1 
came into Mr, Murphy's chambers, thoſe two gen- 
tlemen retired into another apartment; Ito d Ar. 
Murphy what had paſſed between Lord Sandwich 
and myſelf ; and this propoſal was immediately dic- 
tated to me by Mr, Murphy. 

Captain Baillie, upon having his ſuſpenſion taken 
off, and receiving the intermediate profits, and: 
being permitted to ſtay in the Hoſpital for a given 
time, will then reſign his office, an equivalent 
< proviſion being to be made for him; he corfiders 
his place in the Hoſpital at 6c0l. per annum; 
being deſired to point out a mode, he thinks it 
** may be done in the following manner: he un- 
* derfitands Captain Kirke, a Commiſſioner of the 
Victualling Office, would prefer to be the Lieute- 
* nant-Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital; he there- 
fore may be appointed in Captain Bail'ie's room; 
and Captain Baillie will be content to re ire on his 
* half-pay, if his ſon-in-law, Mr, Deviſme, is ap- 
„pointed a Commiſſioner, in the room of Mr. 
Kirke; or a Commiſſioner's place, at Minorca, 
« for himſelf; —in this caſe, he will do whatever is in 
„ his power to prevent any farther dilturbance on the 
„ ſubje&t; and the remaining copies of the printed 
«© Caſe ſhall be deſtroyed in the preſence of any per- 
&« ſon that will attend for that purpoſe. He hopes 
** there will be no more printing on either tid-,” 
This propoſal was dictated to me by Mr. Murphy, 
and which I communicated. to his Lord:hip, 

Q._ Is that paper in your hand-writing, or in Mr. 
Murphy's ? | ET TAR | 

A. In my hand-writing ; it is what Mr, Murphy 
immediately dictated; I am at preſent at a lols to 
ſay, whether it was taken from a paper | copied 
immediately under his eye, or whether he dictated 
it; I believe it was partly the one, and partly the 
other; but as ſoon as I copied it, I read it; there is 
alſo in this paper ſome words, which I ſhould mention 
to your Lordthips, which are as follows: | 

„Memorandum, to explain to”-- (which was 
Lord Sandwich) © the purport of the firit and lait 
„ article.” | poo my 

That is a memorandum which I made at the time, 
only for my own obſcrvation, as this was not the 
thing meant to be immediately delivered in to his 
Lordſhip. 1 immediately ſent that propoſal to my 


Lord Sandwich.“ I received, the fame day, a letter 
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from him, defiring that Mr. Murphy and myſelf 


would attend, at his Lordſhip's houſe, the Sunday 
following; I believe it was the next day but one 


following ; but, however, I recollect it was the Sun- 


day following; accordingly, Mr. Murphy andimyſelf 
waited upon his Lordſhip. ' I 


Q. Did you ſend a copy of that letter to my Lord 


Sandwich? e | Wy 

A. This is the direct paper which I ſent to his 
Lordſhip; in conſequence of this, Mr. Murphy and 
1 waited upon his Lordſhip, Mr. Cooke was alſo 
preſent; his Lordſhip told Mr. Murphy, that Cap- 


tain Baillie was a man with whom he could have no 


connection, or tranſact any buſineſs, but that he had 
formerly been concerned in buſineſs, in which Mr. 


Murph had been employed. he alſo ſaid he knew him 
very well from his character, and therefore conſidered, 


him as a man, on whoſe honour and integrity he 
could rely; he alſo ſaid, that whatever motives of 
complaint he might have againſt Captain Baillie, 
thoſe . motives really had at that time no kind of 
weight with him; that his preſence in the Hoſpital, 
was grown to be ſuch a great obſtacle to the peace, 


welfare, and good government of the Hoſpital, that 


it was impoſſible he ſhould continue there any longer; 
that .he had received formal complaints. againſt. 
Captain Baillie, from every order of men in the Hoſ- 
pital, and therefore it was not in his power to con- 
tinue him, if he meant to act for the welfare and good 

of the Hoſpital, but he did not wiſh to ruin him; if 
Captain Baillie would ſo far conſider the peace and 
welfare of the Hoſpital, as to retire immediately, and 
reſign all his offices and employments, he had no ob- 
jection to make the proviſion that was mentioned 
for Mr. Deviſme, or for any of Captain Baillie's 
family; his Lordſhip then read the propoſals, which 
I have had the honour of reading to your Lordſhips. 
He ſaid, that with reſpect to what Captain Baillie had 
mentioned of Captain Kirke, he believed he was much 
mis-informed,as Captain Kirke did not with the change 
which was there mentioned, and with reſpe& to a 
«« Commiſſioner's place at Minorca, which Captain 


<« Baillie mentioned for himſelf, he could not give 


& him that place, or give him any place where he 

« would have to act in concert with any other perſon, 
« as he knew, from long experience, that Captain 
« Baillie's temper was ſo ſingularly unhappy and 
ce jntemperate, as to make it impoſſible for any mor- 
« tal to live with him “;“ but with reſpect to the 
proviſion for Mr, Deviſme, whom he had heard was 
a more temperate man, he had no objection to make 
ſome proviſion for Mr. Deviſme. . 

Mr. Murphy took occaſion to ſay, what he thought 
would excuſe or recommend Captain Baillie's con- 
duct, upon his mentioning Captain Baillie's offer to 
give the copies of his printed Caſe, and alſo the uſe 


of the affidavits; Lord Sandwich ſaid, that with re- 


ſpect to his printed Caſe and affidavits, and his con- 
duct in every other reſpect, he was quite at liberty 
to act as he pleaſed, that matters had gone ſo far, 
that Captain Baillie at preſent had nothing in his 
power; that with reſpect to an enquiry into his ad- 
miniſtration of Greenwich Hoſpital, either in Par- 
liament or elſewhere, he rather wiſhed to bring it on, 
than ſought to avoid it; and as matters then ſtood, 
if Captain Baillie was ever ſo deſirous of wiſhing to 
prevent this enquiry, that it was impoſſible in him 
to be of the leaſt ſervice in doing it; he therefore ſaid, 
he had nothing in his power to offer; however, as he 
did not wiſh to ruin him, and as getting him imme- 


diately from the . Hoſpital, would be contributing 
very eſſentially to the good and welfare of the Hol- 
pital, if Captain Baillie would ſo far co-operate, as 
to contribute to that eſſential advantage, he would 
make him the proviſion, which he before ſpoke of for 
Mr. Deviſme, or any of Captain Baillie's family; upon 
this we parted. | 

l believe it was the day after, or the day next but 
one, but I cannot immediately ſay ; this propoſab 
is dated the 12th of December, which I mentioned, 
to your Lordſhip; and the converſation, which 1 
am now. about to communicate, was, I believe, on 
the 16th, and that conve1 ſation was held at Mr. 
Murphy's chambers, at which Captain Baillie, Mr. 
Murphy, Captain Baillie's brother, and myſelf, were. 
preſent; Mr. Murphy repeated, to Captain Baillie. 
what had paſſed between his Lordſhip and myſelf at 
that meeting; he alſo, mentioned to him what had 


paſſed. erer us at the meeting at the Coffee - houſe. 


owever, from the manner in which he mentioned it, 
I _ thought that his mentioning what had paſſed be- 
tween. us at the Coffee · houſe, was rather to have my 
approbation; that he repeated it in a more faithful man- 
ner, than that it was the firſt time he had communi- 
cated it to Captain Baillie: it ſeemed to me that he 
had repeated it before to Captain Baillie, but was 
then repeating it before me, that I might contra- 
dict any thing, if it was repreſented improperly; there 
was nothing repreſented improperly by him, there- 
fore I contradicted nothing; there was a gteat deal of 
converſation paſſed between the two Mr. Baillies, 


Mr. Murphy, and myſelf, reſpecting the buſineſs 


before us; but, however, it ended in the following 
propoſal: (1 have endeavoured to recolle& every 
thing material ; but I do not recollect there was any, 


thing elſe material ;) the whole converſation ended in 


this ſecond propoſal, which was alſo dictated by Mr. 


Murphy; whether dictated to me, or copied from a 


writing he gave me, 1 do not pretend to ſay ; but 
after I had written it, I read it over.to Mr. Mur-, 
phy, and he approved of it. 1 KA -4 

Captain Baillie, upon having an equivalent made 
e him, is willing to reſign his Office of Lieutenant- 
Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital, which proviſion 
may be either to him or Mr. Deviſme, as before- 
mentioned; but the. reſignation is. not to be made 
still the compenſation is given. Captain Baillie 


„ wiſhes to have a ſhip, though it be but for one 


e cruize,. in order to go out of the Hoſpital with 
<« credit, and to receive the emoluments of his Of- 
ce fice, till the compenſation is given, nothing done 
<« in this buſineſs to keep the ſervice from being open 
% to Captain Baillie on any occaſion.” 5 
There is alſo upon this letter, which I ſent with 
the above propoſal ro my Lord Sandwich; I don't 
know whether your Lordſhip will chuſe it ſhould be 
read, but if you do, 1 will read it. | 
Earl of Sandwich. Read it, read it. 
Mr. BUTLER read the Letter as followeth: _ 
« My. Lord, the above is the propoſal delivered 
e in by Captain Baillie to Mr. Murphy and myſelf, 


* and deſired by him to be delivered to your Lord- 
6 ſhip; he was particularly ſolicitous that it ſhould 


„ not be ſhewa to Mr. Cooke, or Mr. Ibbetſon; 


and that when J had the honour of waiting again 
% on your Lordſhip to receive your Lordſhip's ſen- 
« timents upon it, that Mr. Cooke ſhould not be 
e preſent, The anſwer to his book is ready for 


This illiberal attack upon an Officer, whoſe character is his life and fortune, originating only in the mind of Lord Sandwich, is not 
confirmed by a ſingle inſtance of miſcondu& on the part of Captain Baillie, in the courſe of forty years ſervice, and amounts to 
only hearſay evidence at the beſt, of what Mr. Murphy and Mr. Butler ſaid they had heard Lord Sandwich ſay; yet his Lordſhip 
was pleaſed to declare afterwards in his ſpeech, that he had not attacked Captain Baillie's character as an Officer, for he knew 
nothing of him as ſuch, good or bad; it would therefore have been honourable in his Lordſhip, to have ſaid ſo on the ſpot, when 
theſe aſſertions were made. Can there be any greater imputation upon the character of a man, eſpecially an Officer, than the words 


(marked with inverted commas), echoed by Mr. Butler from the lips of Lord Sandwich ? Upon the whole, itis hoped, the greater part of 
this harangues will be conſidered as extraneous matter, quite foreign from the purpoſe, artfully introduced to injure the character of 


an Officer, becauſe no other mode could be deviſed. 
4 5 
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16th December, 1778. 


Captain Baillie, is only hearſay ? 
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« the preſs; I am to read it over to Mr. Ibbetſon 
* to-day, and to Mr. Cooke to-morrow. 
4 have the honour to be, 
| « With great reſpect, WEL 
& Your Lordſhip's obliged and humble ſervant, 
___ CnanLes BUTLER." 


In conſequence of this letter being ſent to Lord 


Sandwich, I waited again upon his Lordſhip; his 


diſcourſe was in every reſpe& the ſame as it had 
been the day before; he ſaid, that with reſpect to his 


book, and his affidavits, and his conduct in every 
other reſpect, he was at liberty to act as he pleaſed; 
that the preſent ſituation of Greenwich Hoſpital was 


ſuch, that it was impoſſible to keep Captain Baillie 
any longer in the Hoſpital, conſiſtent with his duty to 
the Hoſpital; that if Captain Baillie would reſign 
all his employments, and retire immediately, it 
would be doing an eſſential ſervice to the Hoſpital; 


and he would ſo far conſider it as to make the pro- 
viſion, which he before ſpoke of, for Mr. Deviſme,' 


or his family ; that if he did not reſign his office and 


his employments, he ſhould conſider it as a defiance 
of his right to remove him, and ſhould proceed ac- 
cotdingly ; that at all events he ſhould quit the Hoſ- 
pital, where his preſence was abſolutely incompa-' 
tible with the good government of the Hoſpital, 
and the peace and happineſs of thoſe that were in 
it; the day after, I believe, it was; if 1 ſhould be 
miſlaken in a day (I am ſure I ſhall be excuſed) 1 
communicated what had paſſed between us to Mr. 


Murphy, at Mr. Murphy's chamber, at which Cap“ 
tain Baillie and Mr. Murphy were preſent; I alſo 
believe (it is difficult to remember at this diſtance 


of time, as I did not immediately attempt to recollect 

myſelf;) that Mr. Baillie's brother was alſo there at 
the ſecond meeting; but whether he was, or not, T 
am at a lofs to ſay ; I believe it is immaterial ; but I 


with to expreſs myſelf with as much accuracy as T 
can; T'comtmunicated what had paſſed between them 
to Mr. Murphy and Captain Bailſie; a great deal 
of diſcourſe F ed upon that ſubject; Mr. Murphy 
recommended Captain Baillie to retire on the faith of 


his Lordſhip's promiſes, in which 1 alſo joined im, 


as I pitied much the caſe of Captain Baillie ; how- 
ever, it did not ſeem proper to him to do fo; in 
conſequence of which the meeting broke up. Cap- 


tain Baillie himſelf, and his brother (whether it was 


this, or ahother time, but he once, I am ſare, was 
in 8 they both expreſſed themſelves perfectly 
fatisfied with my conduct, and in the part 1 had 
taken in the buſineſs, and we parted ſeemingly on 
very good terms; there are ſome other circumſtances 


1 beg leave to mention to your Lordſhips; the firſt 


time T had the honour of meeting Captain Baillie 
at Mr. Murphy's, the two Mr. Baillie's were pre- 
ſent, Mr. Murphy told them, that what he was 
about to communicate to them was under the feal 
of ſecrecy, and a perfect confidence of honour, that 


whatever the event of the buſmeſs might be, or 


Whatever turn it might take, neither party ſhould 
take, or attempt to take, the leaſt advantage of it. 


I underftood from Mr. Murphy, at the time, that 


the firſt time he had ſpoken to Captain Baillie on 


the ſubject (for he had ſpoken to him previous to 
our meeting together) that fecrecy was 1 56 7 


Q. What had paſſed between Mr. Murphy and 


A. The firſt time 1 ſaw Mr, Murphy at Serle's 
Coffee. houſe, we had general diſcourſe between us; 


that what then paſſed was to go no farther; and that 


no kind of advantage or uſe ſhould be made of it; 
when I met Captain Baillie and his brother at Mr. 
Murphy's chambers, the ſame diſcourſe paſſed be 
tween vs; and Mr. Murphy told them, that what- 


ever turn the buſineſs might take, neither party was 


to take the leaſt advantage of it, to which Captain 
Baillie and his brother ſolemnly aſſented; the laſt 
thing that was done at our laſt meeting, was to renew 
this declaration, and it received the ſame agreement 


n 


on all ſides; and I am ſure; on mine, it has been 
very religiouſly obſerved at one of our meetings ; but 
whether it was the firſt or ſecond, I cannot imme. 


diately retollect; 1 mentioned, 1 believe, to Cap- 


tain Baillie, at leaſt it was mentioned, and J believe 
it was I who mentioned it, as J do not believe any 
body elſe in company then knew it, that there was 
in the preſs a publication of the Report of the Com- 
mittee, to which publication Captain Baillie: ſeemed 
exceedingly averſe; I told him that I thought it was 
but proper, as he had attacked the characters of 
many individuals by one publication, they ſhould be 
at liberty to defend their characters by another; Cap- 
tain Baillie ſeemed exceedingly to object to this 
publication. However, that the buſineſs did not go 
on, was not owing in any Wiſe, to any Oiffertnce of 
opinion it this reſpect; had it reſted with me, 1 
am very certain that it would not have been any 
material difficulty in the treaty ; for 1 ſhould have 
adviſed the parties, whether they would have ac- 
cepted my advice or not, I am at preſent at a loſs 
to ſay, but 1 ſhould have recommended to them not 
to have publiſhed the report, provided other mat- 
ters had been ſettled: but as it · Was a kind of running 
treaty, I cannot expreſs myſelf upon that point; 1 
am certain, as far as I am able to judge, it appeared 
to me to go off upon this ground, that Captain 
Baillie was perſuaded erroneoufly, as I told him, at 
that time, that he could hold his place in law, and 
therefore would not retire till he was put in the ac- 
tual pofſeſſion of an equivalent; I have now done 
with the whole I have to fay on this buſineſs, ex- 
cept two points I ſe I have neglected to mention, 
which are, that I am perfectly ſatisfied that the meet- 
ing at Serle's Coffee-honſe was, on Mr. Murphy's 
ſide, perfectly accidental ; and I can aſſure your Lord - 
ſhips it was perfectly accidental on mine; Mr. Mur- 
phy arrived that very morning out of the country 
on a ſudden buſineſs; he ſtopt at the Coffee- houſe 
before he went to his chambers; we had frequently 
talked together at the Coffee-houſe before, and it 
happened we talked. then; however, on my fide, it 
was perfectly accidental, and 1 had not the ſxaſt di- 
rection, with, or deſire of my own, to talk with 
Captain Baillie, Mr. Morphy, or any of Captain 
Baillie's friends upon the ſubject; T am ſufficiently 

converſant” with buſineſs, to know that any ſort of 
undertaking in that way, is attended with. more dan- 


ger to the party concerned, than it can with any ad- 


vantage, 88 
Q. I underftood you,” that Lord Sandwich ſaid he 
had talked with Mr. Kirke, and Mr. Kirke had no 
thoughts of Greenwich Hoſpital? 
| A. Lord Sandwich did not ſay he had talked with 
Captain Kirke; Lord Sandwich ſaid he believed 

Captain Baillie was mis. informed upon the fubje& ; 
I vnderftood that my Lord Sandwich either knew 
or believed that ain Kirke would not conſent to 
any ſuch exchange, but I never heard that he had 
talked with Captain Kirke on the buſineſs. 

Q. Do you recollect whether Lord Sandwich ſaid, 
in that converſation, that the Directors of Greenwich 
Hoſpital had declared they would not act with Cap- 
tein Balle) .. een 1 209. 
A. Ir is difficult, at this time, to ſay that he made 


uſe of thoſe expreſs words; the words, as far as they 


ſtrike me, were, that he had received formal com- 
plaints from-every order of men in the Hoſpital; but 
thoſe particular words, or words of the ſame effect, I 
believe Lord Sandwich did not make uſe of. 


Q. Do you recollect that Lord Sandwich ſaid, that 


ſuch being their reſolution, Whether right or wrong, 
he muſt quarrel with them, or with Captain Baillie ; 
he would not quarrel with the Directors? 


A. I do not recolle& that Lord Sandwich made uſe 


of the firſt part of the declaration; but, as far as my 


recollection ſerves me, Lord Sandwich ſaid, that mat- 
ters were now in ſuch a ſituation that it was incumbent 
on him, either to quarrel with the Directors, or with 


Captain Baillie; and that he ſhould make no doubt 
| 07 
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ol preferring the DireQors to Captain Baillie ; or 
. words to that effect. 
Q. Do you recollect whether Lord Sandwich ſaid, 


that there was a great deal of right, and a great deal 


of Wrong, in Captain Baillie? 
A. Lord Sandwich ſaid, that he believed Captain 


Baillie,” in the firſt outſet of this buſineſs, might have 


ſome guod intentions; as far as I can recollect, his 


Lordſhip's <expreſſion was, that theſe” good inten- 


tions, ſuch as they were, were always counteracted 
by a very uncommon twiſt of underſtanding. 
Q. Do you recolle& whether Lord Sandwich ſaid, 
that if Captain Baillie would write a letter to the 
Admiraky, ſignifying that there was a combination 


- againſt him, in the Hoſpital, and therefore deſirin ng | 


him to reſign, without giving him the trouble to di 

- miſs him, he would make” up his balf-pay * a 
ear? 

0 A. I have endend to inform your Lordfhips 

of the whole that paſſed upon that ſubject; there ate 


ſome queſtions « to which'ir: is difficult to 7 4 8 5 
aid ſo in a 


five no or yes to; becauſe Lord Sandwi 
one part, but not in the other part. His Lordſhip h 
ſaid, if Captain Baillie would conſult the peace of the 
Hoſpital, by reſigning his employments, and retiring, 
either Ggnifying his reaſons, or not; and he might at 
the ſame time mention the reaſon ſuggelted; I be- 
lieve he did; but, however, he would have no objec- 
tion to his aſſigning his reaſons; but, if he would 
retire, he ſhould have no objection to making to him 
the proviſion before ſpoken of. 

Q. That Provides)” 1 ur ogg is the one for 
Mr. Deviſme? | | 4 
„ A 

Q. Did Lord Sandwich fay b he. weld; if b Captain 
Baillie would 'relign, malte "op his half-pay 'bool. a 

ear? 

A. No, be did not; and Tam very certain upon 
that ſubject; Donne, 1 cemember, when I read to 
his Lordſhip that part of Captain Baillie's firſt propo- 
fal, in which he ſays, he conſidered his place in the 
Hoſpital worth 6ool. Wu Lord Sandwich ſaid, it 
was. no fuch thing. 

Q. Whether you recolle&t that Lord Sandwich 
ſaid o Mr: Murphy, that in ſtating it in his argu- 
ment, in the Court of King's Bench, at 6ool. a year, 
he had ftated:it fairly? 

A. Lam very certain that: Lord Sandwich told me. 


F werds, I have mentioned; and I am alſo, 1 


think, poſitive (but one's bath only extends to one's 
knowledge and belief; but, as far as that goes, which 
is ag far as my oath 
ſaid any ſuch thing to Mr. Murphy. 

QQ. Bo you recollect Mr. Codes having ſaid, that 


it would be expected that the report of the Commit- 


tee ſhould he printed, wirhout Ay Wan on the part 
of Captain Beillie ? 
A. 4; attthis time, do not excolle& chat Mr. Cooke 
did ſay, or did not ſay, thoſe words; I am ſure that, 
in that converſation, Mr. Cooke was a perfect cypher; 
but whether he laid thoſe words or not, I cannot im- 
mediately ſay. 5 
Q. Perhaps ſome words may bring this 6 to > your re- 
collection; Whether Mr. Murphy did not ſay, that 
the report was already printed in two columns, and 
that Captain Bale, he might depend — it, would 
Print a third? 

A. Lam ſure Captain Baillie. could not ſay ſo; be- 
cauſe, tomy certain neee it was not then Print- 
ed in two columns. | 111 

Q Do you mean printed, or r pub i el? 25 

A. I mean printed. | 

2. It was not at that time printed. 

K. Ne... 

Q. Nor prepared in two wi 5 

A. There, I cannot immediately pretend to os, 
it might be prepared in writing; though, to the beſt 
of my remembrance, 1 believe it was not; I do 


mot believe it was priced | in two columns, till the 
16th of January. 


): lam nen he never 


Q. Had you not mentioned it to Mr. dann, as 
A recon in two columns? 


> . 1 F 


it to be in the i 

A. It was. 

Q. Then could it be Geberit than We in the 
manger in which it was printed? 

A. Certainly; there might be ſufficient for the 
firft, ſecond, or third ſheer of it, without the fourth or 


fifth ſheer being ready; I don't wiſh to be guilty of 
equivocation. The firſt time my Lord Sandwich 


ſpoke to me on the ſubject, I told him it was my opi- 
nion, that the report of the Committee ſhould be 


ital as might tend to elucidate that report; and 
bis Toots was fo obliging as to follow my advice 
9255 the lobject; and in that mannef it was printed, at 
the time mentioned. I don't believe that above half 


of it had been prepared ready for the preſs; becauſe 


the report of the Committee does not go to every 
particular point, which is mentioned in Captain 
Baillie's book; and there was a great difficulty in ſe- 
lecting ſuch points as immediately were anſwered by 
the report of the Committee, in the order in which 
the Committee reported them; there was a great deal 
of difficulty to do it in ſuch a manner, as Captain 
Baillie might not have reaſon to think it was done 
partially, and that took up a great deal of time and 
labour ; and therefore, at the time mentioned, I do 
not believe half the book was printed, or prepared; 1 
may be wrong; I did not expect to be aſked the queſ- 
tion; but I believe the whole was not prepared for 


the preſs till about the 10th, and the Whole was not 


printed till the 16th of January. 

Q. I only aſk whether you had faid to Mr: 
Murphy, that the teport was to be Printed in two 
columns? 

A. I mentioned to Mr. Murphy, that the report was 
to be printed; whether I mentioned that it was to be 


printed in two columns, I don't recollect; Tam ſure 


if he ſays I did ſay fo, that it was ſo. 
Q. Do you charge 8 with not ſaying fo? 


A. I charge myſel with ſaying the report was to 
be printed. | 


Q. But in two colunins ? 
A. There I am ignorant; if Mr. Murphy or Cap- 
tain Baillie ſay fo, I am ſure I ſhall not deny it. 

Q. If you are not clear upon that; it is not ſo ab- 
ſolutely impoſſible but that Mr. Murphy might have 
mr that Captain Baillie would print a third: 1 

It is exceedingly probable. | 
._ You ſaid ws Sandwich declared, that if Cap- 


tain Baillie did not reſign his Office, he ſhould con- 
ſider it as a defiance? 


A. As a defiance of his right. 


Q. Was not the expreſſion uſed as a flag of 
defiance ? 


A. I am ſure I don't recollect. 
Q. I think you mentioned, that in the firſt conver- 
ſation you had with Lord Sandwich he ſaid, that if 


Captain Baillie would reſign, he would make ſome | 


proviſion for him? 
A. Yes. 


Q. When Mr. Murphy and : theſe gentlemen ap- 


peared before Lord Sandwich, I think, if I under- 


ſtood. you right, Lord Sandwich faid, in ſubſtance, 
that he would not make a proviſion for Captain 
Baillie himſelf, but for Mr. Deviſme ? - 


A. No, he did not ſay, that he would nt make a 


proviſion for Capt. Baillie himſelf, but that he would 


make a proviſion for Mr. Deviſme: by the firſt pro- 
poſal of Captain Baillie, he ſays he ſhall be equally 
pleaſed if a proviſion 1s made for Mr. Deviſme ; that 

being 
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printed, and ſuch other of the official papers of the 
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being the conſent of Captain Baillie, and the wiſh of 
Lord Sandwich, there was no diſpute upon that head, 


whether the proviſion was to be to Mr. Deviſme or 
Captain Baillie ; but Lord Sandwich did not ſay, he 
would not make the proviſion for Captain Baillie ; 


but it ſeemed, as it was then going on, it was agreed 


that the proviſion was to be for Mr. Deviſme. 
Q. Was there, or not, any objection to making 
the proviſion for Captain Baillie? FEY 
A. I find myſelf under ſome difficulty in anſwer- 
ing that queſtion, on this ground; it ſeemed to be 
the conſent of Captain Baillie, and the wiſh of Lord 


viſme; Lord Sandwich ſeemed to wiſh that the pro- 
viſion ſhould be much rather for Mr. Deviſme than 
for Captain Baillie ; but I don't. recollect that his 
Lordſhip went ſo far as to ſay, he would not make a 
proviſion for Captain Baillie ; but he ſeemed, to-wiſh 
that the proviſion ſhould be made for Mr. Deviſme, 
whom he called a very temperate man, rather than 
for Captain Baillie. 4 od or an Kerio * 

Q. But the day after you met Mr. Murphy at the 
Coffee-houſe, in that converſation . Lord Sandwich 
ſaid, he would make ſome proviſion for Captain 
Baillie; for I underſtood that Mr. Deviſme's name 
was not mentioned then? | 


i f , 


A. The firſt converſation I had with Lord Sandwich 


* 
. 


upon the ſubject, was ſo exceedingly, in general, a 


very remote preliminary of a treaty that might not 
take place; I believe the proviſion then talked of, was 
for Captain Baillie z but it was a very remote plan; 
it was only to know whether any kind of treaty 
might be attempted between Mr, Murphy and myſelf. 
Q. I took your words down, that Lord Sandwich 
ſaid to you, the firſt time you ſaw him after talking 
with Mr. Murphy at the Coffee-houſe, that if Cap- 
tain Baillie would reſign, Lord Sandwich would 
make ſome proviſion for him? | 155 


* 


A. T Believe thoſe are the words that paſſed between 


Lord Sandwich and myſelf , but I beg to obſerve that 


every thing then was much in generals. 
; Did there, at that time, 2 ag to be 
jection in Lord Sandwich to ma 

Captain Baillie? : + © 


any ob- 
e a proviſion for 


_ was willing to make a proviſion for him, if all things 
were properly ſettled. V 

Q. There was then no objection in Lord Sandwich to 
make * proviſion for Captain Baillie? os 

A. No. OY — 


Q. Do you recolle&, in the courſe of the relation 


Mr. Murphy gave of this converſation to Captain 


Baillie and his brother, that Mr. Murphy frequently 
appealed to you, deſiring, that if he had miſtated 
any thing, that you would ſet him right? 
A. All along ſo. BY | 
Q. Did 
had ſaid? | | 
A. I don't recolle& that I did contradi& any 
thing; but if I did, it was ſo ſoon ſettled between 
us, that it did never amount to a difference between 
us in any particular. os 3 
Q. Do you recolle&, whether Captain Baillie, in 
that converſation, did not ſay, that he was ſurpriſed 
to find thoſe offers whittled down to threats? 
A. I am very certain he never faid any ſuch thing, 
if your Lordſhip means at the firſt meeting. 
Q. Had you two or three meetings with Mr. 
Baillie ? „ 
A. I had only two; in the laſt meeting be might ſay 


ſomething of that kind ; I do not know he mentioned 


thoſe very words; the converſation was exceedingly do- 
ſultory; I do not know that be mentioned thoſe words; 
but he might. : EE : [at 2 A 
Qi Did not Captain Baillie always ſay, that he ex- 
pected, firſt to be reſtored to the office from which he 
was then ſuſpended ? AN 504 | 
A. To the beſt of my recollection, he did not 
always ſay ſo. 17 86 18 


* It happened however in the courſe of a few days. 


In the-courſe of that modification of treaties, it is ex- 


of the treaty, without which it could not go on, 
Sandwich, that the proviſion ſhould be for Mr. De- 0 ge your. 
time that ever Captain Baillie conſented to reſign his 


mind in which he did it; nor do I, at this preſent 


reſtored e 


| r be might depend upon it, in a certain tone of voice 
A. It did not appear to me but what his Lordſhip 


recommended him to do it; but if thoſe words imply 


you, at any time, contradi& any thing he 


muh? 6 
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Q. When did he ſay otherwiſe? _ *Y 
A. It is 23 difficult to point out the pro. 
greſs of a treaty which never took effect. There 
were many points agitated between us, for which 
there was not the leaſt authority from Lord Sand- 
wich; but only ſuch propoſals, Suppoſe his Lord- 
* {hip ſhould agree to that, will you agree to it?“ 


. 


ceedingly poſſible that, in ſome, he might make it a 
condition, that he ſhould be reſtored ; but I don't 
recollect, that he always laid down that as an eſſential 


Q. Can you charge your memory witli any one 


employments, before he had been reſtored? _ 


A. I believe there were times in which he did ſo. 
Qt. Be fo good as to name them. "> I. 
A. I find myſelf under a, difficulty of meptioning 


the exact time; I cannot call the hour or minute to 


time, recollect the ſtage of the buſineſs; but there 
were ſtages in the buſineſs in which I believe that 
might be ſo modified, in which he did not make that 
condition. e r 

Q. Do you take upon you poſitively to ſay, that 
at any time he actually did give up his claim to being 


A. I cannot take upon me to ſay, poſitively, that 
there was any time in which he would have given up 
his place, without being reſtored; but at the ſame 
time that I ſay that, I have alſo to add, that I cannot 
ſay that there was, poſitively, any time in which he 
made that as a condition abſolutely indiſpenſible. 
Qi. Did not you, in the laſt converſation that you 
had, (the ſecond converſation) tell Captain Baillie, 
that if he did not reſign, upon the promiſe of a com- 
penſation which Lord! Sandwich had made in the 
preſence of Mr. Murphy, Mr. Cooke, and yourſelf, 
| he might depend upon being turned out in a few 
des.. VH 
A. A great deal of every thing which is ſaid, de- 
ends upon the words in which it is thrown, I 
humbly conceive, that if I had made uſe of the words 


and manner, it would have been exceedingly im- 

roper. I told your Lordſhips, that at that meet- 
ing I pitied him very much. I think Captain Baillie 
has ſince: told me, I behaved:as a brother upon that 
occaſion z he has made uſe of thoſe very words. I 


any thing of a threat, I am very ſure: they did not 
come from me. 1 
Q. Do you recolle& what paſſed at the end of 
thar:oobiverſation? nn ud news 
A. The laſt thing that my memory ſerves me in, 
perhaps it is the moſt flattering part to me, was the 
compliment Captain Baillie: was pleafed to pay me; 
and the declaration he made; how much he was ſa- 
tisfied with my conduct upon that occaſion: I aſked 
him if any thing had happened in which he had 
reaſon to complain of me; he ſaid not; upon that 
we panned: 2717 „ 
; Q. Do not 
to Captain Baillie, 


1 
o " 


you recollect having urged ſome reaſons 
why he ſhould not ſtand out ſo 


A. The great, and, I believe, the only reaſon was, 
that I had paid ſome attention to the queſtion of law, 
whether they had a right of removing him; and 1 
told him, that I believed they had a right of re- 
moving him; and being in poſſeſſion of that right, I 
thought he would be mad if he did not retire with 
the promiſe of an equiyalent, rather than retire with- 
out the promiſe of any, which he muſt be obliged to 
do in the courſe of a few months . n 
Q. Do not you recollect ſome other arguments 
which you uſed to him about the fate of reformers? 
A. I am very ſure I never ſaid any ſuch thing. 
I remember that at the time that I mentioned to 
Captain Baillie, that argument of the power of the 


Admiralty 


are very fond of pictures; the Houſe had ſuggeſted 


to me a circumftance I did not immediately: recollect ; 
the circumſtance ſimply was this; I believe it is a 


ſtory the Houſe has pretty generally heard of. 


Some - perſon not ſo pious as every body ought; to be, 
pointing to a crucifix, ſaid to ſome perſon who was 
exceedingly buſy in reforming the abuſes of the times, 
(behold the fate of reformers) Zrco il fato di reſorma- 


cri *. The Houſe has ſuggeſted to me that I did 
mention it; it is a very well-known ſtory, but I am 


ſure I never mentioned it in a manner to frighten 


him | | 


G. I think, in the courſe of what you ſaid firſt, 
you mentioned that Lord Sandwich did not think 


it at all right to make Captain Baillie a Commiſ- 
ſioner at Minorca, becauſe he did not think it pro- 
per to put him in any ſituation, where he had any 
man to act in concert with, on account of his tem- 
pers did you ſa that or ant? e 
A. I did ſay that. bly 6 
Q. You have ſaid you aſked Mr. Murphy, if he 
thought Capt. Baillie. in earneſt, when he offered 
Lord Sandwich to reſign, if-he had an equivalent. 
Did you know that he had offered to Lord Sand- 
wich to reſign, if he had an equivalent? 
A. Previous to that converſation I did not know 
it, but Mr. Murphy informed me that he had cauſed 
ſeveral applications to be made to my Lord Sand- 
wich. | eee 
Q. Had you any intimation from Lord Sand- 
wich to ſpeak to Mr. Murphy, or any other perſon 
on the buſineſs? i 
As. 1 had not even the moſt diſtant intimation 
from Lord Sandwich to ſpeak. to Mr. Murphy, or 
any other perſon upon the buſineſs, or 10 cauſe any 
per ſon to ſpeak to Mr. Murphy, or any other perſon, 
upon the buſineſs; and I had not the ſlighteſt wiſh 
or deſign of my own to do it. 
Q. Did Lord Sandwich appear to you to wiſh to 
prevent an enquiry into his condudt?, | 
A. He did not ſeem to me to wiſh to prevent any 
enquiry into his conduct; on the contrary he ſeemed 
very eagerly to deſire it. | | 


Q. Was Lord Sandwich's motive in offering Cap- 


tain Baillie a proviſion to prevent an enquiry? - 
A. I am very certain not; and could give my 
. reaſons for ſaying that ? T0 
Qi. What appeared to you to be his motive at 
that time ? N EY SOT 4 2 | 
A. I have a reaſon, in my imagination, which ap- 
peared to me as the motive which induced Lord 
Sandwich to act in that manner; it is only a motive 


' which paſſed in my own mind, I never mentioned 


it to any individual, therefore I ſhould think I have 
hardly a right to be called upon for it in this Houſe, 


but I think it was not a motive to prevent an en- 


quiry; I know Captain Bailie had been recommended 

by ſeveral reſpectable perſons ; I thought it might be 

in regard to thoſe perſons. 4 

Q Did Captain Baillie mention to you, that copies 
of his affidavits were then in the poſſeſſion of any 

Peer of this Houle ? 3 

A. I underſtood from Captain Baillie, that ſeveral 
of his materials, of his papers, whether that com- 
prizes affidavits or not, were in the poſſeſſion of 
Peers of this Houle. 9 

Q. Did you ever recommend to him, to let the 
Report of the Committee go without reply? 

A. I did, knowing, in general, the very little at- 
rention that the public pay to attacks on paper; I 
did not think the attack of that conſequence to merit 
a reply, but it did not go off upon any difference 
of opinions of that kind. 

Q. Ir has been ſaid, in an account that has been 


Ka wr; 0; LORD & 


Admiralty to difplace him; I believe I mentioned to 
him, among other arguments, as he and his brother 


publiſhed,. that upon your hearing that copies of 
the affidavits were in the poſſeſſion of ſome Peers 
of this Houle, you was exceedingly alarmed ; is that 


true ? | 
A. I knew that long before Capt. Baillie mentioned 
it, therefore could not be ſurprized; I think that 
ſtanding behind this Bar in the courſe of laſt ſeſſions 
[ heard ſome converſation, reſpecting the bulineſs of 
Greenwich 7 2 
Q. Did the firit propoſal, about this negociation, 


come from Mr. Murphy to you, or from you to Mr. 


Morehy 7-1. e 

A. It came from Mr. Murphy to me? 

Qt I deſire that part of the Minutes may be read, 

. Short-hand notes read as followetb. 

_* It is exceedingly probable, that the converia- 

tion might begin upon that ſubject (though I do 

not recollect it exactly) and that it might go on 

« to the Caſe of Greenwich Hoſpital; in the courſe 
of that buſineſs Mr. Murphy ſaid, he was exceed- 


Captain Baillie's offer of retiring for an equiva- 


« lent proviſion; that to ruin Captain Baillie would 


be beneath Lord Sandwich; to make a proviſion 


for him would be generous, and he wondered his 
„ Lordſhip did not doit.“ 


Q, What offer did that relate to? Mr. Murphy 


faid; he was exceedingly ſurprized that Lord Sand- 
wich did not accept Captain Baillie's offer ? 

A. I then ſuppoſed, and now ſuppoſe, that it re- 
lated to ſome offer that had been made to Lord 
Sandwich. on that ſubject. 

Q. Do you not believe that that related to an 
offer that was printed in Mr. Baillie's own affi- 
davit? - 1 Hee: | 

A. O! no, I do not believe that it did; from the 
tenor of the converſation, I do not believe that it 
did relate to any offer in Capt. Bailie's publication; 
on the contrary, from the tenor of the converſation, 
as Mr. Murphy mentioned to me, that he had ſent 
letters by Mr. Garrick, Dr. Sheppherd, and a Mr, 


Brown of Lincoln's Inn, I rather concluded it re- 


ferred to thoſe offers than any other. 

Q., Whether you recolle& in a letter you read to 
the Houſe, which you wrote to the Earl of Sand- 
wich, that mention was made of an anſwer to Mr. 
Baillie's book being ready for the preſs, or being 
already printed, and that you was to ſhew it the next 
day to Mr. Cooke and Mr. Ibbetſon? 

A. It is the anſwer to his book, that it is ready 
for the preſs, that it is dated the 16th of De- 


cember. 


O. What did you mean by the anſwer to this 
book ? Do you mean the report of the Committee of 
Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
A. The report of the Committee of Greenwich 
Hoſpital. | | 
Did you call the report of the Committee, an 
anſwer to his book ? 

A. I called it fo then. 

Q. By whoſe inſtructions was you to ſhew it to 
the Rev. Mr. Cooke, and Mr. Ibbetſon? 

A. Becauſe as they were on the ſpot; I thought as 
I was a perfect ſtranger in the buſineſs, I had never 
heard any thing of the troubles of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital, or any thing relating to it, till the affair of 
Greenwich Hoſpital had been argued; if i am to 
relate every thing that paſſed between my Lord Sand- 
wich and me upon that ſubje&, I will do it, otherwiſe 


I would wiſh to be excuſed, as I may involve my- 


ſelf in a predicament your Lordſhips would not 


'wilh to involve me in. 


Q. It ſtruck me, that in writing that letter, you 
mentioned the anſwer to Capt. Baillie's book, I did 


not know whether you meant the report or any other 
anſwer. | 


* Tais un-chriſtian-like alluſion was made by a profeſſor of the Roman Chatholic faith, Chamber Counſel to the Earl of Sand- 


wich, and was underſtood by Capt. Baillie to be held out to him in terrorem and deriſion. 
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ingly ſurprized that Lord Sandwich did not accept 


A. There 
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A. There is no other anſwer that I know of, but the 
report of the Committee of Greenwich Hoſpital. 

Q. By whom was you employed to print and 
publiſh that ? ps 3 5 

A. I conſidered myſelf employed in that book by my 
Lord Sandwich, and by every other gentleman who 
conceived himſelf traduced in that book; 1 ſtand 
here as a profeſſional man ; I do not enter into the 
merits of the book, when I call it an anſwer; I don't 
lay whether it is or not, or mean to enter into that 
queſtion one way or the other. ESE wg 

Q. From whom did you receive inſtructions to 
take under your care, the printing atid publiſhing of 


that book? _ | 
A. The firſt that IJ heard of the ſubject, was after 


I had made myſelf maſter, as well as 1 could, of the 
tranſactions in the Court of King's Bench; I recom- 
mended to Lord Sandwich and Mr. Ibberſon, and 


| ſeveral other gentlemen, that inſtead of recrimination, 


of which there is no end, they ſhould content them- 
ſelves with printing the report of the Committee, 
and having recommended that ty them, | found out 
a perſon who could ſuperintend the correcting of the 
preſs, (a work I am not qualified for), but I conſider 
myſelf as the perſon who printed and publiſhed that 
book. | | | | 
Q. By whoſe orders? R 
A. Orders I had none, but by be conſent of Lord 
Sandwich, Mr. Ibbetfon, Mr. Hicks, and a variety of 
other gentlemen. _ 3 3 
Q. Whether you recollect an expreſſion made uſe 


of by Mr. Murphy, that if the report of the Com- 


mittee was printed, that they might as well roll them- 
ſelves in the kennel ? — Dy | 


A. Whether Mr. Murphy uſed thoſe words, I do 
not know, but he uſed words equally expreſſive in 


ſignification, but 1 do not recollect the immediate 


words. EY 
Q. Speaking of the motives of Lord Sandwich, 
in anſwer to a queſtion put to you, you ſaid, you 
imagined it might be owing to attention to reſpect- 
able perſons that had recommended Captain Baillie ; 
who did you underſtand thoſe perſons to be) 
A, I underſtand Captain Baillie had been recom- 
mended to Lord Sandwich by perſons very high in 
rank; I underſtood he had preferred the recommenda- 


tions of thoſe perſons to ſome other perſons high 


in rank ; that being the caſe, and eſpecially as [ 


have the recommendation of the nobleman, whoſe 


recommendation he had poſtponed, to the recom- 

mendations he had received, I conceived them to 

be perſons for whom he muſt have a high regard, 

conſequently would not do any thing that would ap- 

pear (lighting to them. | | 
. | beg you will name thoſe perſons ? 

A. As I-have before mentioned to your Lordſhips, 
never mentioned, directly or indirectly, the name of 
any perſon whom I conceive it to be; as it was only 
in my own mind, and I did not mention the perſon's 
name, I think I have no right to be called upon; I 
tubmit with great reſpect to your Lordſhips. 

Q. You muſt name who the perſons are ? 

A. It may be an impertinent thing for me to have 
conlidered ſuch a thing ; I hope it will be looked upon 
as a decent thing; l never mentioned it to any body, 
but I have been told that Lord Bute “ recommended 
Captain Baillie to his Lordſhip, whether right or no, 
I cannot ſay. | 

Q. Your imagination then was, that Lord Sand- 
wich's diſpoſition of regard to Captain Baillie, were 
out of regard to Lord Bute. | 

A. I conſidered that it was ſo; there is one thing 
which I ſhall beg leave to mention to your Lordſhips, 
which is not directly before the Houſe, but is of 
ſome conſequence to my character, and it will not 
take the Houſe half a minute. I have ſeen a publi- 
cation, in which are theſe words; To theſe charges 


(after ſtating ſome) no other anſwer is thought neceſ- 
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« ſary, than a little advice to the Catholic author of 
“ that weak, yet inſiduous anſwer.” - | 
I beg leave to mention, that I had not, directly nor 
indirectly, the leaſt hand in that publication that is 
alluded to in that book. | : 2 
Q. You ſaid, the firſt time you heard about Green. 
wich Hoſpital was, when a gentleman diſtinguiſhed 
himſelf fo much at the bar; yet you afterwards ſaid, 
you heard it mentioned below the bar of this Houſe 
at a former ſeſſions; I wiſh you would for your own 
ſake fer that right ? pts 5 
A. I will endeavour to explain it; I am ſure the 
Houſe will not take advantage of any thing I ſay; 
I beg to mention to the Houſe, that my recollection 
only ſerved when 1 ſaid it, (it is in the Minutes, 
therefore the Houſe can recur to them to know 
whether I am wrong), when I mentioned that it was 
to aſcertain, whether at the particular point of time 
in which that converſation aroſe between Mr. Mur- 
phy and myſelf, it was with any deſign of mine, or 
aroſe accidentally ; I then mentioned as the caſe cer- 
tainly was, that the firſt that I knew of any thing 
then going on, was from the converſation of Mr. 
Murphy, and from the general applauſe which the 
exertion and abilities of the gentleman alluded to had 
met with; I knew from what I happened to have 
over-heard here, that there was ſome general idea 
of a particular 'enquiry into the management of 
Greenwich Hoſpital ; but Lord Sandwich, nor no 
other perſon, had ſpoken to me on the ſubject. I was 
totally a ſtranger to the meetings of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital, and to what had paſſed at the Boards of Coun- 
cil there; I was perfectly a ſtranger to it, till what I 
heard from the popular converſation of the day. 
e [ Mr. Butler withdrew. 


ARTHUR MURPHY, Eſq. called in. 


My Lords, I have the honour of attending your 
Lordſhips, in an order that I have received, calling 
obedience upon me to give evidence in relation to 
the affairs and the government of Greenwich Hoſpital. 

My Lords, from the ſituation that I ſtood in, in that 
buſineſs, and from the delicacy of the part I acted in 


it, it is impoſſible for me to come to your Lordſhips 


bar, without feeling extreme difficulties ; thoſe dif. 
ficulties amount in my mind to a doubt, and a ſtrong 
one, whether in point of law, or at leaſt in point of 
honour, I ought to be examined at all. My Lords, 
] beg leave to ſtate to your Lordſhips, out of what 
facts my doubts ariſe; I was Counſel for Captain 
Baillie; I never knew Captain Baillie, till I was 
applied to by him to be one of his Counſel; I know 
nothing of the affairs of the Hoſpital, or of the go- 
vernment of it, but what I learned from the brief 
that I held in that cauſe; it cannot be the intention 
to examine me'to the contents of the brief; I under- 
ſtand that I am to be examined to the ſubject of 
negociation carried on by me, ſet on foot by me, 
began by me, and carried on with the privity and 
conſent of Captain Baillie, My Lords, I did in the 
courſe of the buſineſs, all that lay within the reach 
of my poor abilities for Captain Baillie, both when 
the buſineſs was on in the Court of King's Bench, 
and in all the preparatory ſteps to it; I was not 
content with that, I contracted very good wiſhes in 
favour of Captain Baillie, whom I had never known 
till 1 knew him as my client; I knew his brother 


upon a former occaſion, and had a very great re- 


ſpect for him, thence aroſe the good wiſhes I felt 
for him before the term; his buſineſs was on in No- 
vember term, 0 a 

Q. You will pleaſe to confine yourſelf to what your 
objections are to being ſworn, but don't go into any 
detail of the buſineſs without being ſworn ? 

A. I meant no otherwiſe than to give an account 
of the part I ated, previouſly to any part of the 
converſation or buſineſs I am called here upon; I 
will cut it ſhort then, and the queſtion I would ſub- 


* Ever fince the foundation of the Hoſpital, the Licutenant-Governor went in ſucceſſion to the Captains of the Hoſpital, withouz 


any intereſt, one inſtance only excepted, 


mit 


/ * 


mit to your Lordſhips is—In the firſt place, if I am 
called here by any body but Captain Baillie, the law, 
I take to be clear, that a Counſel is not to be ex- 
amined to the ſecrets of his client, —My Lords, if I 
am called by Captain Baillie, or if Captain Baillie 
renounces the privilege which the law gives him, then 
my queſtion is perhaps a new one, but it is of 
great importance to the public. | 

The queſtion is, whether where a Counſel has 
carried on a negociation with the privity of his client, 
and in conſequence of that has had a confidential 
converſation with the oppoſite party, whether that. 
Counſel is liable to be called upon by his own client, 
to reveal the ſecrets that he may have learned in 
confidence. I apprehend your Lordſhips will not 
endure ſuch a practice. For the firſt obſervation that 
occurs to me upon it is this: the client may ſay, my 
Counſel ſhall negociate; if he ſucceeds, well and good, 
if not, he may draw the ſecrets from the other ſide, 
and then come and give it in evidence. 

I may be told that both parties may conſent to 
this; but on behalf of myſelf, and every gentleman 
at the bar, I beg leave to make this objection to it; 
whatever wiſh b had for Captain Baillie, if I could 
have foreſeen this day, I would have ſuppreſſed it, 

and would not have gone out of my chamber, or 
jeen any body; I ſhould have told him, I had made 
the beſt or worſt ſpeech, if it might be ſo. 

If the attending a converſation is to make me a 
' witneſs, it might as well be at Newcaſtle-upon-. 
Tyne as here; and there is not a gentleman at 
the Bar, if he is told, wherever he hazards him- 
ſelf in a negociation for his client, he is to be called 
upon as a witneſs, to tell what paſſed in confidence 
in ſecrecy, there is not a gentleman at the Bar that 
will hazard himſelf; and I beg to add, that all 
Counſel can often do more good out of Court, than 
in Court ; and for my own part, as I have ſaid be- 
fore, if I could have foreſeen this day, I ſhould not 
have been a negociator for any man, I wiſh to have 
it underſtood, not only for the ſake of a noble Lord 
in your Houſe, whom I may ſay I drew into a ne- 
gociation, I defire it to be underſtood, in juſtice to 
myſelf, and my own character, that I will negociate 
with no man to betray him, if it was the loweſt man 
in the kingdom. I would not have it ſaid of me, 
that the loweſt man in the kingdom, if he talks to 
me in confidence, ſhall be a ſufferer by it; and 
therefore, my Lords, I am now in the place where 
the ties of honour will be beſt felt and beſt under- 
ſtood. When 1 related to Captain Baillie a conver- 
ſation I had with a noble Lord now in your Houſe, 
it was under an expreſs ſtipulation, that my name 
ſhould never be mentioned, This, my Lords, I am 
ready to give upon oath ; and therefore, as I am 
where the ties of honour will be beſt felt, I ſubmit 
it to your Lordſhips, whether I ought to open my 
mouth upon this ſubject. My Lords, I beg to add 
one word more; I make no objection from a wiſh 
or bias, in favour of either of the parties, iy objec- 
tion is on account of the extreme delicacy of my 
ſituation, ſtanding there as Counſel ; I know nothing 
of the matter, but what I knew from my brief, and 
as Counſel; I had a converſation with the noble 
Lord which I wiſh to be ſilent about for ever. 

Earl of Sandwich. If any parts of Mr. Murphy's 
delicacy proceeds from the doubt, whether I wiſh 
him to be heard, I will readily relieve him from 
that difficulty; I have that opinion of Mr. Mur- 
phy's henour; I had a tranſaction with him in a 


public matter once; I found him a man of honour; 


and there are not many people, perhaps, that I would 


have ſeen upon a buſineſs of that kind, except that 


gentlewan; I mean perſons that might have been 
employed ; but he has my entire conſent, my wiſh, 
and deſire, that he would inform the Houle of every 


thing that he knows relative to that matter; and it 


1s proper for me to add one circumſtance, that 1 
think it will be an hardſhip upon me, if he does 
not ſay all he knows, becauſe there has been one 


. 
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N the law already examined; and though 


know he is a man of too much honour, [ 
flatter myſelf, every body that knows him, muſt 
know he is incapable of ſaying any thing but what 
is ſtrictly true; yet it will be a very aukward tranſ- 
action, if my lawyer is examined, and the lawyer 


on the other ſide is not examined; I wiſh that this 


matter may go clearly and fully into the world, that 


the lawyer employed on one fide, and the lawyer 


employed on the other fide, gave the Houſe every 
information that they had it in their power to give; 
and for theſe reaſons, I do moſt ſincerely deſire and 
requeſt of Mr. Murphy, that he would ſubmit to be 
examined, I do alſo, as a matter of juſtice, and as 
a matter of reſpect due to this Houſe, call upon Cap- 
tain Baillie to make him the ſame requeſt. 

M. Murphy. My Lords, my principal reaſon 


for troubling your Lordſhips with any difficulty of 


mine, was, that I do conceive every gentleman at 
the bar is concerned in it; for I do beg leave to ſay 
to your Lordſhips, that no gentleman at the Bar, 
will hazard himſelf in negociations or compromiſes, 
if it be once underſtood that they are liable to be 
called upon to diſcloſe what paſſes in ſecret negocia- 


tions, in fair and honeſt compromiſes between par- 


ties; if it be once eſtabliſhed as a precedent, I do 
conceive the public will ſuffer by it; for no gentle- 
man at the Bar, as I ſaid already, would leave him- 
ſelf to be liable to be called upon by it. It might 
happen I might be called upon at the time I mighr 

upon my circuit. If it is eſtabliſhed here, thar 
gentlemen at the Bar are liable to be called upon, it 
will be of very pernicious tendency ; but if it is not 
underſtood to be compulſory upon me; if it is not 
underſtood I am compelled to ſpeak, there is a word 


has dropped from the noble Lord, that ſtrikes 


me a great deal. His Lordſhip ſays he ſhall con- 
ſider it as an hardſhip. I conſider myſelf as ſtand. 
ing a middle man, Counſel for both. The honour 
of both is in my hands, therefore I profeſs myſelf 
ready, if it is not underſtood to be compulſory up- 
on me, and upon the reſt of the gentlemen at the 
Bar. I make this objection, in order to have the 
deciſion of this great Aſſembly. To have it un- 
derſtood, whether gentleman at the Bar are com- 
pelled to be called upon. If it is underſtood they 


are not, I ſhall make no objection to give my evi- 
dence. | | | | 
Captain Baillie, I beg to ſay a few words. It 
is is certainly a misfortune to me, that I am not. able 
to follow all the oratory and rhetoric of Mr. Mur- 


phy; but as I told your Lordſhips before, I ſay 


again, I have no ſecret; I have fallen a victim to 
the reſentment of Lord Sandwich, and to various 
intrigues one way or other; and as I have no ſe- 


crets, I wiſh that the whole of the tranſactions of 


Greenwich Hoſpital may be probed to the bottom. 
I wiſh Mr, Murphy to be examined, and I hope he 
will prove himſelf a man of honour. 


Mr. MURPHY called to the Bar again. 


Q. You ſay you ſpeak on behalf of yourſelf and 
of the whole profeſſion ; is that literally ſo? Has 
there been any meeting of the profeſſion ? 

A. I ſpeak only from my own feelings, my own 
ideas upon the ſubje&, and a few gentlemen at the 
Bar I had talked with, and they all approve of the 
objection J have made. I certainly have no com- 
miſſion from the Bar, | 


Mr. Murphy fworn. 


Q. Was you preſent at any converſation between 


Lord Sandwich and Mr. Butler, and Mr. Cooke, 
upon the ſubject of Captain Baillie ? 

A. I ſhall beg to be in your Lordſhips judgment, 
whether you would have this matter come out piece- 


meal, as queſtions may occur, or whether J ſhall re- 


late the whole as the matter happened ? 


The 
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The Houſe ordered Mr. Murphy to give a narrative 
| of the tranſaction. | | 
Mr. Murphy. Having been Counſel for Captain 
Baillie ar, in — month of December laſt, 
what day of the month I do not know, but it was of 
a Friday; having attempted at that time, with 
three or four different gentlemen, to ſet on foot a 
negociation in favour of Captain Baillie z and, as 1 
underſtood, under his authority, it did fall in my 
way, by mere accident, to have a converſation with 
Mr. Butler “ at the Coffee-houſe in Lincoln's Inn 
I went in there, (having come a little way that morn- 
ing from the country) about eleven o'clock, by 
mere chance. I found the only gentleman in the 
room was Mr. Butler, whom 1 knew as a gentle- 
man in the Inn; and my acquaintance with Mr. 
Butler extended no farther than juſt an acquain- 
tance in Lincoln's Inn; and as far as my acquain- 
tance went, a very reſpectable acquaintance l thought 
him. I fat down with him; a converſation aroſe 
upon the topics of the day; at laſt Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital was mentioned, and 1 believe by bim. I think 


he aſked me what I thought of the affairs of Green- 


wich Hoſpital ;'F told him that 1 had been Coun- 
ſel, and that I had certain impreffiens upon my 
mind, contracted and conceived at the time I was 


Counſel. I told him very freely my mind; 1 told 


him that I had attempted before the term, in the 
term, (the November term I ſpeak of) and after the 


term, with three different gentlemen, to ſet on foot 


a negociation with Lord Sandwich. The firſt ac- 
tempt that I made was with Mr. Garrick, in the 
latter end of October; I went to Hampton to him; 
I found with him a gentleman that I never was in 
company with before, Doctor Madan ; 1 did not 


hefitate, Doctor Madan being preſent, about the ſub. 
ect ; I opened my mind to him, and I cold him, that 
I had been reading affidavits that were yoluminous z 


apd that it would relieve me from a great deal of 
difficulty, having been aſked to read 200 brief 
ſheets of affidavits drawn by Captain Baillie himſelf, 
if I could be relieved from that, it would be a great 
pleature to me; I faid, Mr. Garrick, you can do 
that favour, if you will only tell Lord Sandwich, 
that he has offered to reſign his office of Lieute- 
nant-Governor, if an equivalent proviſion ſhould be 


made for him. 


Q. When was this converſation? 

A. The latter end of October. 

Q. Then that relates to the propofal ſworn to in 
Captain Baillie's affidavit Þ? | 

A. He ſwore in his affidavit, that he had made 
that offer ſeveral times. In ſhort, without troubling 


your 1 any more with the particulars of 


what paſſed between Mr. Garrick and me, he did 
undertake that he would mention to Lord Sandwich, 
whether he did or did not, I never learned from Mr. 
Garrick, becauſe 1 have been fo unfortunate as never 
to have feen him fince. In the term every body 
knows what paſſed, the rule was diſcharged with 
coſts; I ſhould have ſaid, that a Doctor Shepherd, 
of Cambridge, called upon me before it eame on in 
the King's Bench; and knowing that he was well 
acquainted with Lord Sandwich, I told him the 
fame ſtory I had told Mr. Garrick, and wifhed the 
ſame propoſition to take place. Nothing came of 
that, the buſineſs came on in the Court of King's 
Bench. I ſhould have ſaid 1 told Captain Baillie 


what I had. ſaid to Mr. Garrick and Dr. Shepherd; 


as well as I recollect, he was in the next room, when 
Dr. Shepherd was with me in my chambers. As 
ſoon as Dr. Shepherd was gone, I told Captain 
Baillie what had paſſed, and that I was aiming at a 
negociation Captain Baillie had given to Mr. Bear- 
croft, my leader in the King's Bench, and to me, 


I 
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authority to negociate for him to that eſſect, and ſav- 
ing his honour, which we told him we ſhould be 
certainly very careful of. "248 


= Q. On what day did you tell Captain Baithe that? 


A. The beginning of November term; I cannot 
fay the day; it was before the buſineſs came on in 
the Court of King's-Bench ; for Dr. Shepherd came 
to aſk whether a new trial ſhould be moved' for in the 
King's-Bench, in a cauſe he had been concerned in; 
by which 1 know it muſt have been at the beginning 
of the term ; becauſe by the rule of the Court new 
ttials muſt be moved for within the firſt four days of 
the term; the bufineſs coming on in the King's- 
Bench, hearing no more of this affair, and not hav- 
ing myſelf the honour of knowing Lord Sandwich 


fufficiently, to think at all of going near him upon 


the ſubje&t; for with regard to Lord Sandwich, I 
think it neceſſary to mention, that I can hardly aſſume 
the word acquaintance. In the year 1768, I think 
it was, there was a buſineſs of Lord Halifax depend- 
ing; a great many gentlemen and noblemen of con- 
ſequence interefted themſelves in what belonged to 
Lord Halifax; I had the honour of having ſome 
degree of Lord Halifax's confidence in that buſineſs, 
we had ſeveral dinners at the Star and Garter, in 
Pall-Mall; and two or three at Hampton ; I think 
J had the honour of being in company with Lord 
Sandwich twice in Pall- Mall, and once at Hampton; 
that was in the year 1768. In the year 1769, J think, 
(but I know it was in the year that Mr. Brown, of 
Hampton, was Sheriff of Huntingdon) ; he being 
Sheriff in 1969, he being to ſup at Hinchinbroke, 1 
had the honour of being invited to ſup there; and 
underftood I was to meet with Mr. Brown ; from 
that hour, to the time that I had the honour of ſceing 
Lord Sandwich, upon Captain Baillie's bufineſs, F 
never had the honour of changing one ſingle word 

with him, or being in his company in aoy place 
whatever ; ſo that upon theſe accidental meetings, 
relative to Lord Halifax's buſinefs, I did not ground 
any pretenſions of acquaintance ; therefore, I did not 
think of going near Lord Sandwich about the buſi- 
neſs ; the term being over, and the rule diſcharged 
with coſts, I did attempt it in another way, with a 


"gentleman in Lincoln's Inn, whom I knew to be 


intimate with Lord Sandwich; I hope I may name 
him without involving him as a witneſs ; Mr. Brown; 
I did ſpeak to him ſeveral times, and tell him my 
mind moſt freely; all I learned from him was, that 
he had reported my converſation to Lord Sandwich; 


it came to nothing; only that Lord Sandwich ex- 


dreſſed himſelf in civil terms with reſpect to me. 
hen I went into the Coffee-houte in Lincoln's-Inn, 

I did not know that Mr. Butler was at all acquainted 
with the buſineſs ; when the Greenwich buſineſs be- 
came the ſubject of converſation, I did then, moſt 
freely, tell him my mind; and what had paſſed ; the 
attempt with Mr. Garrick ; and ſo on. I told Mr. 
Butler, I wiſhed, very much, that ſomebody would 
ſuggeſt to my Lord Sandwich, that whatever his ideas 
might be, or whatever various people might tell hin: 
upon the ſubject, that ſtil} mankind might think, if 
Captain Baillie's ruin was aimed at, if he was to be 
diſcharged at his time of life, and after a number of 
years in the ſervice, and ſwearing, as he did, in the 
Court of King's-Bench, that he was ruptured on both 
fides, that mankind would ſay, if his ruin was aimed 
at, it would be cruel ; on the other hand, if Lord 
Sandwich felt himſelf acting above thoſe little reſent- 
ments which actuated many of mankind, that the 
world would ſay, it would be acting very noble not 
to aim at his ruin; and therefore I ſaid it would be 
noble, on the part of Lord Sandwich, if he would 
embrace Mr. Baillie's propoſals, upon an adequate 
oviſion. Mr. Butler ſeemed ſtruck with this; he 
told me that he was employed relative to the affairs 


* Chamber Counſel to Lord Sandwich, and an agent in the Greenwich Hoſpital buſineſs againſt Captain Baillie. | 
+ Relates to Captain Baillie's affidavit ſworn to in the King's Bench, which could be no tecret. of 
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of the Hoſpital; that he had prepared a book, ſince 


printed, (not then printed) in two columns, which! 
dare ſay many of your Lordſhips have ſeen; he told 
me he would ſhew it me, whenever I pleaſed, and, 
] believe, did ſhew it me a day or two after. Find- 
ing he was employed, it ſtruck me; I pauſed upon 
it; I conſidered, in my own mind, whether I ſhould 
go farther with him; finding he was acquainted, and 
employed, I did go as far as I could, in endeavour- 
ing to promote thoſe ſort of complaints in favour of 
Captain Baillie ; I conceived myſelf authorized to do 
it, by the general authority Mr. Bearcroft and myſelf 
had before the term began *, and was never revoked 
in any of the converſations we had upon the ſubject ; 
he called upon me three or four times a week may 
be; it was never revoked at all; therefore I did conceive 
myſelf to have authority to make the propoſition, on 
his behalf; that he ſhould reſign, and have an equi- 
valent proviſion. Mr. Butler ſaid, he would mention 
it to my Lord Sandwich, and would contrive to ſee 
him that day. I begged of Mr. Butler to take care 
not to repreſent me as intruding myſelf too much; 
[ told him 1 had attempted it with other people 
however, I told him I did underſtand from one gen- 
tleman that Lord Sandwich had expreſſed himſelf 
with civil terms with regard to me; and, therefore, 
I was not much afraid of his repreſenting my conver- 
ſation; accordingly we parted z he undertaking, as I 
underſtood, that he would ſee Lord Sandwich upon 
the ſubject. The next morning, a Saturday morning, 
he called upon me, about eleven o'clock ; he ſhewed 


me a little abſtract of a letter (three lines of his own 


writing) purporting to be a letter, to inform Lord 
Sandwich that he 5 6 

nicate to him; he ſhewed me an anſwer of three 
lines from Lord Sandwich ; he then told. me he had 
been with Lord Sandwich, and did not find his Lord- 
ſhip in a diſpoſition to act cruelly, or with revenge 
not in that diſpoſition at all: I had particularly ſaid, 
that the ruining of him would be, perhaps, by the 
world called the mark of a little mind; the letting 


the man down, without ruining him, if he was to be 


removed from the Hoſpital, the giving him a pro- 


a. 


viſions would be the mark of a great mind. Mr. 
Butler ſaid, his Lordſhip ſaid he was willing to ſhew 
the world he did not want to a& with a little mind. 


I faid I ſhould be pleaſed if I could contribute to 
effect this buſineſs; he aſked me if I was ſerious in 


the propoſition ; I ſaid, certainly; that I conceived 
J had an authority. Is Captain Baillie ſerious in it? 
I ſaid, I think I can ſee him this day, and will tell 
you. I ſent to him as ſoon as Mr. Butler went; I 
ſaw him and his brother immediately, at my cham- 
bers; I told them what paſſed between Mr. Butler 
and me the day before; how accidentally I met him 
how little I knew, in the beginning of the conver- 


ſation, that I was talking with an acquaintance of Lord 


Sandwich; how I had puſhed it, when I knew he 
was; and that it ended, in ſhort, in his undertaking 
to go to him; now he has been with Lord Sandwich, 
and I find Lord Sandwich is not fo vindictive againſt 
you as you imagine. Do you approve of the propo- 
fiition | have made? Both of them did. Do you 


chuſe 1 ſhould go on with it? (I cannot be ſuppoſed 


to be ſpeaking to exact words, when I ſay this.) Do 
you chuſe to go on with it? Yes. Then I have a 
queſtion to aſk you, Captain Baillie : Can you judge 
of any mode in which you can have this proviſion, 
without being appointed to a public office ? For I 
am deſired to tell you, Lord Sandwich will not ap- 
point you to a. public office, becauſe the ſame thing 


will happen, as he thinks, wherever you go; and, 
therefore, if it can be done, without appointing you 


to a public office, I underſtand, from Mr. Butler, 


ad ſome converſation to commu- 
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who is juſt gone out of my chamber, that the noble 
Lord has no objection to it. A propoſal I took 
down in writing; I don't know whether it has been 


mentioned; the propoſal was, that Captain Baillie . 


conceiving that Captain Kirke (as well as I remem- 
ber) who is a Commiſſioner of the Victualling, and 
would be glad to become Lieutenant- Governor of 
the Hoſpital ; and, therefore, ſays Captain Baillie, if 
Lord Sandwich will appoint my ſon-in-law, I 
think, a Mr. Deviſme, Commiſſioner of the Victual- 
ling, and let me retire upon my half-pay, I then will 
reſign, and Captain Kirke may be appointed Lieute- 


nant Governor of the Hoſpital. I took that down in 


writing, I thought proper 1 propoſe myſelf ; «nd it 
was added to it, upon my ſuggeſtion, that Captain Baillie 
ſhould give up all papers, pampblets, all printed Caſes, 
of whatever denomination, remaining in his hands, in 
order to ſhew a diſpoſition to act fair, and retire, in 
peace and quietneſs, from the Hoſpital, That was 
added to it. Mr. Butler, about three or four o'clock, 


ſent in his name; I begged Captain Baillie and his 


brother to ſtep into another room; they did; Mr. 
Butler came in; my paper was interlined and blotted; 


I read to him from it; I told him that was the pro- 


poſition ; he undertook. to ſee Lord Sandwich upon 
It ; and we parted, When he was gone, I told Cap- 
tain Baillie what had paſſed between Mr. Butler and 
me; and ſo it ended for that day. On Monday fol- 


lowing, I happened to be a little way out of town, I. 


think at Mr. Thrale's, at Stretham; there I received 
a letter from Mr. Butler, in the evening, informing 


me, that he had ſeen Lord Sandwich that very day, 


and that he found him till in the ſame diſpoſition 
and he believed my propoſition would take place; 
that if it ſuited me, Lord Sandwich would he glad to 
ſee me the next day, at the Admiralty ; I came to 


town the next day, Tueſday ; I went with Mr. Butler 


to the Admiralty ; we were not there two minutes 
before we were ſhewn up ſtairs to my Lord Sandwich; 
the noble Lord's firſt words were, I am willing to 
converſe with you, Mr. Murphy, upon this ſubject, 
becauſe I know, or believe, (I don't know which) 
that you are a man of honour. | 

My Lords, it is from thoſe words that my pain 
ariſes ; I did hope, after hearing thoſe words, that I 


never ſhould be called upon to ſay a word upon the 


ſubject; however, my Lords, the converſation then 
went on; Lord Sandwich ſaid, that the unfortunate 
diſputes between the two Admirals had kept the 
Admiralty in a very great hurry, and in a few mi- 
nutes he muſt attend the Board. I think I am going 
to ſpeak very diſtinctly to the words, for my memory 
has been well refreſhed upon the ſubject. having had 


this order ſo long. My Lord Sandwich told me then, 
ſeeing there is but little time to loſe, and he muſt go 


to a Board; he then ſaid, Sir, we will at once come 
to the ſubje& of Captain Baillie's Commiſſion ; the 
affairs of the Hoſpital are come to this paſs, that he 
muſt quit it; I cannot act with him myſelf ; the 
Directors cannot act with him; the Directors have 
preſented a new Memorial; and J have no heſitation, 
in ſaying, that if I muſt quarrel with them, or with 


him, he is the man I ſhall quarrel with ; if Captain 


Baillie imagines that he 1s to bid me defiance, he 
will find me extremely firm, and I ſhall moſt cer- 
tainly diſmiſs him upon the ground of the report for 
miſbehaviour ; if 1 do diſmiſs upon that ground, I 
ſhall diſmiſs him without thinking myſelf called upon 
ever to trouble my head about him again ; his place 
may be, I think he ſaid, I heard you eſtimate it in 
the King's Bench at 600]. a year. I remember being 
aſked by the Court what the value of his office was, 
and I did ſay I underſtood the ſalary was 4ool. a 


year, and that the advantage of apartments, coals, 


* Whilſt fix informations, for a libel, with great weight of power, were hanging over Captain Baillie, and his deſtruction threat- 
ened, it was natural enough for him to wiſh to accommodate with Lord Sandwich, in a conteſt ſo unequal ; but after all the parties 
were Cefeared, and the ſeveral rules diſcharged, and diſcharged with coſts, (which ſeldom happens in the Court of King's-Bench) to 
the general ſatisfaction of an indignant audience, and Captain Baillie's affairs wearing a very different aſpect, he then had no idea of 
propoſing an accommodation, though he was willing to liſten to any that might be made on the part of Lord Sandwich. 


7 Alluding to the Admirals Keppel and Palliſer. 
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candles, beer, and whatever other things are there, 
might reaſonably enough be eſtimated at 200l. a 
year more, therefore, I believe, I ſaid in the King's 
Bench that the office was worth 6ool. a year; I be- 
lieve Lord Sandwich ſaid he would not enter into 
converſation fabout it, that it might be ſo; but I 
know, ſays he, if a man loſcs 600l. a year, and has 
no other fortune, he muſt be diſtreſſed; I could 
charge him with ingratitude; I do not wiſh to do it; 
if he is diſmiſſed, it may be faid to. be cruel and 
vindictive; but, thank God, I have no ſuch diſpo- 
ſition, and turning to me, he ſaid, I dare ſay you 
ſee I have no ſuch little mind; he ſaid the ſcheme 
that he had propoſed of his ſon-in-law Deviſme, 
could not take place; that he had ſeen Captam 
Kirke ; and that he had never thought of the 
Hoſpital; if that could be done, I have no fort 
of objection for repeating it again; I do not 
want to hear of his diſtreſſes; but the fact is, he 
cannot ſtay in the Hoſpital; and as to appointing 
him to a public office, I cannot appoint him to a 
public office, becauſe I am very ſure the ſame thing 
will happen again, ſaid Lord Sandwich; I don't want 
to ſpeak hard of him at all; I believe there may be 
a great deal of right, and a great deal of wrong in 
Captain Baillie ; but whether right or wrong, his 
paſſion in the end will always ſet him wrong; ſome- 
thing broke in; Lord Sandwich faid, if he is to be 
diſmiſſed, my determination is never more to trouble 


myſelf about him; if he reſigns his office in the way 
you have propoſed, I certainly will as ſoon as I know 
ow it can be done, if he would ſhew it me; but per- 


haps I may ſee it fooner myſelf, but the buſineſs of 
the Hoſpital cannot ſtand ſtill, and I cannot act with 
him, and therefore I ſhall be glad to ſee you again in 
three or four days, with regard to the offer of papers 
that he makes; I do not accept of it; he has nothing 
to give up. The Duke of Richmond has given 
notice of an enquiry in the Houſe of Lords; I was 
not preſent when he did it; I have ſeen his Grace 
ſince, and told him I was ready to meet the enquiry 
whenever he makes it, and therefore I accept of no 
papers. I have now, I think, related with as much 
preciſion as human memory can ſupply a man with 
at the diſtance of time. I think I have related all I 
heard from Lord Sandwich; a gentleman preſent, 
the Reverend Mr. Cooke, did ſay ; that book * your 
Lordſhip has ſeen printed in two columns, muſt be 
publiſhed; I turned round immediately, and faid 


that would do no good, publications will promote a 


paper war; and if there is to be an enquiry, it ought 
to be ſuppreſſed; and that as thoſe matters were in 
Court, the publication of them out of Court might 
be a libel, and therefore I adviſed him againſt it; in 
that part of the converſation, Lord Sandwich did 
not ſay a ſingle ſyllable ; his Lordſhip then got up, 
ſaid the affairs of the Admiralty called his attention 
at a Board; he ſhould be glad to ſee me in two or 
three days time; I came away; I am convinced in 
my own mind, upon the moſt exact recollection, that 
1s the whole ſubſtance of what paſſed ; I came away, 
and told Mr, Butler and Mr. Cooke below ſtairs, that 
I was extremely pleaſed with my negociation, for I 
was in hopes then it would ſucceed z however, I told 
Mr. Butler, who went back with me to Lincoln's- 
Inn, that I ſhould appoint Captain Baillie to ſee me 
next day at twelve, and ſhould be glad he would be 
Preſent. I did ſend to Captain Baillie ; but Captain 
Baillie came that day, being Tueſday, when I gave 
him a hint, but not fully of the nature of the buſi- 
gels; I gave him a hint that he might act his part as 
coolly as poſſible, when he met Mr. Butler the next day 
at eleven o'clock. The next day Captain Baillie and 
his brother did meet at my chambers; I then, as if 
1 had not ſeen Captain Baillie, opened the matter, 
and told Captain Baillie that the firſt words out of 


of 


. 

Lord Sandwich's mouth to me were the words I 
have mentioned, and therefore mentioned to him 
what I felt a demand from him, that my name 


ſhould never be called in queſtion about the buſineſs , 
he promiſed me it ſhould not: I told him that all 


negociations of the kind ever ſince I have known 


any thing of the Bar, or had any thing to do with 
buſineſs among gentlemen, all negociations of the 
ſort were conſidered as ſacred, and that I never knew 
between gentlemen any party take an advantage, 
if negociations were not ſucceſsful ; therefore I ſtipu- 
lated that my honour ſhould be taken care of, and 
that I never ſhould be mentioned in the buſineſs. I 
then related what paſſed between my Lord Sandwich 
and myſelf; it did not happen to pleaſe Captain 
Baillie ; the particulars, I ſuppoſe, I need not relate; 
a great deal of warmth broke out; I, at laſt, ſaid 
I could not fir there, if they behaved fo intempe- 
rately; I begged he would be kind enough to meet 
next day at eleven at my chambers, and begged of 
Captain Baillie to conſider of the matter coolly, to ſee 
the reſt of his Counſel; and I ſent to know while 
they were with me, whether Mr. Bearcroft was ar 
home, he was not; I ſent to know whether Mr. 
Erſkine was at home, he was not. ES 
Q. Do not ſpare the detail; that converſation you 
ſay was warm ? 9 . 
A. The warmth was, Captain Baillie would not 
reſign without an equivalent proviſion before- hand; 
I told him my opinion; it was of very little conſe- 
quence to him, whether he had it 5 or after; 
fure I was he would have it; I aſked him whether 
he thought that Lord Sandwich would chuſe me, a man 
with whom he had the ſort of acquaintance I have 
mentioned to your Lordſhips, that he would fingle me 
out, who I hoped, as far as known in the world, was 
known to be a man of ſpirit; whether he would 
fingle me out for that, and if he thought his Lord- 
fhip would deny it afterwards ; if he does, ſaid I, 
I will releaſe you from any promiſe of ſecrecy, and 


ſtand forth and avow it; 1 have no doubt you will 


get itz there is no law in it; it is a matter of pru- 
dence conſult your friends about it; it was agreed 
they ſhould meet next day at my chambers. 
Q. Mention what he ſaid in warmth and paſſion ? | 
A. As my client, I wiſh not to mention it. 
8 (to Captain Baillie.) Have you any objection 
dS * Roy: « 
A. (Captain Baillie.) J have no fecrets in the world. 
Mr. Murphy. To remember what paſſes in the 
hurry of deſultory converſation, all thoſe interruptions 
that violence and warmth create, it is difficult to recol- 
leR every thing, and I really wiſh not to do it; the reſult 
of it was, he would not, without having an equivalent 
proviſion, reſign his Office. In the midſt of a great 
deal of warmth, he did ſay, that with regard to Lord 
Sandwich, if he ſtood alone, without adviſers of him, 
belonging to the Hoſpital, he would truft him with 
any thing; but I am afraid of the people about him; 
I am afraid of their advice. But, however, without 
attempting to recolle& particulars of that ſort, that 
is of too much difficulty for me, the reſult of the 
whole was, that he was afraid of thoſe people in the 
Hoſpital that might have Lord Sandwich's ear, and 
might give wrong advice; he was afraid it would be 
imprudent in him to truſt to a proviſion being made 
after reſignation; therefore a meeting was to be had 
next day? | 
Q. How came you to think it was an imputation 
upon Captain Baillie to have a good opinion of Lord 
Sandwich; becauſe I defired you to mention the in- 
ſtances of paſſion and violence? 0 
A. I did whiſper to Captain Baillie, that I recol- 
lected one inſtance, that I thought it would be juſtice 
to tell, becauſe that was not any imputation thrown 
out by him againſt Lord Sandwich, 


»The Report of Lord Sandwich's Committee drawn and arranged by Mr, Butler, by order of Lord Sandwich. 


Q. What 
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Q What imputations of warmth and paſſiori ? 


„A. Very violent curſing and ſwearing, and violent 


oaths ? 
Q. Mention them? 1 0 
A. I cannot tell them. I took the liberty to ſay 
to Captain Baillie, if he could put me in mind of an 
thing that was to his advantage, I would tell it; 1 
don't recollect, only that the converſation was ſo 
warm, and ſo much paſſion in it, that I thought my- 
ſelf ſpending my time very ill, to fit two or three 
hours at the mercy of any gentleman that thought 
proper to put himſelf in a paſſion, when I was aCting 
only for his good. | 
Do you recollect any other inſtances of 
paſſion? | 
A. The whole was for two or three hours, from 
the time that this propoſition was made upon the 
ſubject, and upon the argument, whether he ſhould 
refign and truſt for the proviſion to be made for him, 
or not; it was of no conſequence at all, whether he 
had it before or after that, 1 was ſure he would have 
it; that was the ſubje& the whole time, and a great 
variety of very vague matter, God knows; but it 


ended in deferring the matter till next day. The 
next day he remained in the ſame way of thinking; I 


think he then came without his brother; 1 deſired 
Mr. Butler to take down the anſwer, and to take it 
down in as genteel terms as he poſſibly could; I read 
it when it was taken down; I then ſaid, that the an- 
ſwer, in my opinion, amounted in plain Engliſh to 
this, I will not truſt you. I did not like being the 
bearer of that meſſage; therefore, ſaid I, Mr. Butler 
(after he had written it down) he wrote it down in 
terms that I approved of; I ſaid, be ſo good to tell 
Lord Sandwich that is the naked anſwer; he ſaid he 


would do ſo. I begged of him to make my apology 


to Lord Sandwich, to tell his Lordſhip I ſaw the 
hurry they were in; I thought it would only be ob- 
truding; if Lord Sandwich wants to' ſee me, I will 
wait upon him; we all parted. - TT 

The next day, being appointed for Mr. Butler to 
come and give Lord Sandwich's anſwer, they met 
again; Mr. Butler was then very ſhort ; the conver- 
ſation was very ſhort; he took the paper out of his 


with him. I turned to Captain Baillie and ſaid, I 
foreſaw as much; I wiſh you had taken my advice; 
but I did not preſs it too much; I thought it a deli- 
cate buſineſs to obtrude my advice, but my opinion 
was, I thought you had better comply and take it. 
I ſaw no more of the noble Lord, nor never laid 
my eyes upon that noble Lord, till the other night I 
was here in the houſe, and ſaw him as I do now. I 
have a reaſon to add, that I never ſaw him before, 
from the time I ſupped at his houſe at Huntingdon, 
till the time I converſed with him reſpecting Captain 
Baillie, I have not had any intercourſe with him 
whatever; and, from that time, I have not had, di- 
rectly nor inditectly, by letter, meſſage, or any human 
being, the ſmalleſt intercourſe with that noble Lord. 
Q. You ſaid before, you was upon oath, that you 
underſtood you could not be examined as to the brief 
you had received from Captain Baillie? | 


A. I did ſay, that I ſuppoſed nobody meant to ex- 


amine me to the contents of the brief 1 held as one of 
Capt. Baillie's Counſel; I did ſuppoſe that, to be ſure. 
Q. Upon what ground did you ſuppoſe ſo? 

A. Becauſe I never yet heard of any Counſel's be- 
ing called upon, at a diſtance of time, to recollect his 
brief, after it has been given up to his Attorney, with 
his name ſigned upon the heck of it; for my own 
part, I always diſcharge. my memory of it. 

Q. Is a brief the property of the Counſel or Client? 

A. Of Client; and, for that reaſon, it is returned, 
with the name of the Counſel at the back of it. 

Q. And do you therefore think nobody has a 
right to examine that brief, bur the party himſelf ? * 


- * Alluding to a brief that was ſent for an 


pocket; he ſaid, I read this paper; Lord Sandwich 


faid, there is an end of it, I will have no more to do begun by you with other perſons, were they by the 


direction of Captain Baillie ? 


I - a 


A. My idea was, that I was not to be examined to 


the contents of my brief. 7 
Q. You have ſaid, that Mr. Butler, when you met 
the firſt time, began upon the affairs of Greenwich 


Hoſpital by aſking you, what you thought of them ? 
A. Yes. 


Q. Do you mean by that to ſay, that you began 


the negociation at that time with Mr. Butler. 


A. Not till he informed me, that he was acquaint- | 


ed with Lord Sandwich, and employed, I think, by 
him; then it was that the propoſal of it was made. 

Q_I think you ſaid, that Mr. Butler acquainted 
you, the firſt time you ſaw, him, that he was employed 
in the affairs of Greenwich Hoſpital, and that he had 
an anſwer to Captain Baillie's book, prepared in 
two columns ? 

A. He told me fo. 

Q. The firſt time you ſaw him ? 

A. I never ſaw him, but that once, previous to the 
ſubſequent meetings I have ſpoken of; and the firſt 
time I ſaw him was at Serle's Coffee-houſe. 

Q. He informed you he was employed in the 
affairs of Greenwich Hoſpital, and had prepared an 
anſwer or report of the Committee, in two columns? 
A. Not the report of the Committee; that 
pamphlet, which I believe your Lordſhip has ſeen in 


two columns, extracts from the report in anſwer to 


Captain Baillie's; not that he had prepared the re- 


port, but that he had prepared that extract, and he 


ſhewed it me a few days afterwards in manuſctipt; 
that publication which is in print, I am told, but I 
have never ſeen it in pfint. „ 

Q Was it then finiſhed when he ſhewed it you ? 

A. I don't know, 1 looked over a little of it. 

Q. Was it in two columns? | 

A. Yes, in manuſcript. 1 5 

Q. Did you make uſe of any expreſſions in the 


courſe of this negociation, that if this was publiſhed 
in two columns, that Captain Baillie would print a 


third to it ? 


A. 1 ſaid, I ſhould adviſe him to it, at the ſame 
time telling them all to take care, that publications 
of what paſſed in court might be libels, if publiſhed 


unneceſſarily out of court. 
Q. You have ſtated ſome negociations having been 


A. I underſtood Mr. Bearcroft's authority ; Mr. 
Bearcroft, himſelf, told it me; and I underſtood it 
afterwards, from Captain Baillie, that it was ſo; and 
I underſtood that we were both before November 
term, both had his authority to negociate for him, 


taking care of his honour, which I told him we na- 
turally ſhould do; it remained in that manner, that 


general authority, I had no other than that general 


authority unrevoked in all the converſations I had 


with him afterwards, which were frequent, three or 


four times a week, juſt as ſuited himſelf; I was al- 
ways open to him. | 


Q. I underſtood Captain Baillie, that before the 


term, upon Mr. Bearcroft's ſuggeſting to him, whe- 


ther he had any objections to any negociations being 
entered into, that he did give him an authority; but 
did Captain Baillie give you any authority ? - 

A. He did the very ſame; becauſe, when I told 
him what Mr. Bearcroft ſaid to me, I ſaid, am I to 
underſtand, that we are at liberty to negociate for 
you; he ſaid yes, always taking care to have an equi- 
valent proviſion, and taking care of his honour. 


Q. Was not this before the term ? 
A. Yes. { 


Q. Was not ſomething ſaid, by Mr. Bearcroft, to 


the Solicitor-general upon that ſubject ? 


A. I believe there was; not in my preſence ; I, 
myſelf, ſpoke to the Solicitor-general ; I anſwered 
very indiſtin& ; but I underſtood he had no authority 
to negociate. | 


: id delivered to a great Law Lord, when the buſineſs came into this Houſe ; not Mr. Mur- 
phy 37; Mr, Hom——w | 118 | 
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Q. Did you acquaint Captain Baillie with that? 

A. I believe | did. | 

Q: Did not Captain Baillie look upon it, in con- 
ſequence of that anſwer, that all negociation upon 
that ſubje& was at an end? 

A. No; I told him of the attempts I had made, 


to get at a negociation if I could. It was with no 


view in the world, but to ſerve Captain Baillie ; and 
J certainly will not be ſubje& to theſe examinations 
in future, by negociations of any fort. 3 
Q. Whether you did not go to Lord Sandwich, in 
conſequence of a letter from Mr. Butler, that Lord 
Sandwich deſired to ſee you? 3 
A. I believe I mentioned, that the origin of this 
buſineſs was on a Friday; that on the Monday fol- 
lowing I received, while 1 was at Mr. Thrale's, a 
letter from Mr. Butler, informing me he had ſeen 
Lord Sandwich that ſame day, and found him in 
ſome diſpoſition to do what I wiſhed, and that Lord 
Sandwich would be glad to ſee me at the Admiralty, 
and I did go the next day. | | 
Q. But, previous to that, had not there been ſome 
prope from Lord Sandwich, mentioned by Mr. 
utler, to Captain Bailhe ? 
A. On the Saturday morning, after I had ſeen Mr. 


Butler, he came to me, and informed me, that he 


had been at the Admiralty, and that he did not find 


Lord Sandwich in any diſpoſition to act with ſpleen 


or reſentment, and he aſked me whether I was ſerious 
in the propoſition had made? I told him, yes: He 
aſked me;whether Captain Baillie would confirm that? 
I told him I would ſee Captain Baillie that day. He 
aſked me if Captain Baillie could point out any mode 
of having the proviſion made for him, becauſe Lord 
Sandwich would not appoint him to any public 
office; that was the propoſal Mr. Butler mentioned to 


we, and Captain Baillie gave en anſwer to it, when it 


was communicated to him. 
Q. beg to know, diſtinctly, whether you did not 


mention this to Captain Baillie as a propoſal coming 


from Lord Sandwich, to be mentioned by you to 


him. | 
A. Moſt totally moſt deciſively the reverſe. 1 


told him the whole of the converſation, moſt diſtinct- 


ly, between Mr. Butler and me, how jt happened. 
The degree of acquaintance I had with Mr, Butler, 
when, and in what time it came cout, that he was 
acquainted with Lord Sandwich—how I had carried 
on the converſation in order to get at a negociation, 
and told him he had been with me that morning in 
conſequence of it; therefore, do you approve of it ? 


He did—Can you point out a mode? - Tes; he did 


point out a mode—Mr. Butler ſent in his name, I did 
not let them meet; Mr. Baillie went into another 
room, and Mr. Butler ſaw the propoſal written down. 
. I beg to know whether you did not mention 
this to Captain Baillie, as a propoſal coming from 
Lord Sandwich, to be mentioned by you to Captain 
Baillie ? | 1 . 
A. I ſay, moſt deciſively, I did not; but related it 
to him in the manner [I have related it now. | 
Q. Will you be ſo kind as to look at that paper: 
| [Shewing Mr. Murphy a manuſcript paper 
of bis own writing, 
A. I did expect this, and Fbeg to call your Lord- 
ſhip's attention to it Captain Baillie, ſoon after this 


bulſineſs was over, called upon me; he told me he 
had related the ſtory, and had not mentioned my 
name; I told him he was right not to mention my 


name, but it would be for him to judge whether it 
was proper to mention it at all: he came to me, and 
ſaid he had been preſſed to tell who was the Counſel; 
I told him I did not chuſe to have my name known. 


n 


he came afterwards and ſaid, they wiſhed to examine 
me; I ſaid I would not be examined; I ſaid my name 
ought never to be mentioned; 1 aſked what he-could 
get from it? I think a dilgrace falls upon a man that 
offers to diſcloſe a ſecret negociation ; and what will 
you get from ir? Why, fays he, Lord Sandwich 
would not offer me a proviſion if he did not think me 
innocent. No, ſaid I, quite the reverſe ; when his own 
words are, I don't want to be cruel or vindictive, and 


db. what Lord Sandwich had ſaid upon the 


ſubject, I ſaid, I think you are innocent; but ] don't 
think it proves Lord Sandwich thinks ſo. I ſaid why 
examine me? are there not Mr. Cooke, and Mr. 
Butler? why give me the trouble of an examination. 
Then I was not to be examined then you will ex. 
amine Mr. Butler, and ſuch a man, and ſuch a man. 
I was. willing at all times to give him every aſliſtance. 
I ſaid, do Joy know how to go about examining theſe 
people? I took a pen and ink and ſcribbled the ex- 
amination of numbers—whether thoſe examinations 
have been made any uſe of I don't know; for I have 
not attended much here. Now, Mr.. Butler, what 
ſignifies calling him, it is bringing a witneſs from the 
other camp; 1 could examine him, ſo as to ſhut 
out circumſtances, and get ſhort and dry anſwers to 


queſtions, you do ſomething; bur if not, it will 


ome out upon croſs-examination. I took a pen and 
ink and ſcribbled ſomething, and it is called the ex. 
amination of Mr. Butler. Mr. Baillie tol me, the 
other day, of this paper; I ſaid, was not I promiſed, 
that that ſhould be thrown into the fire, and nothing 
ſhould be known about my concern in the buſineſs 3 
This is as artful an examination as I could put upon 
Paper: In this paper it will be found, that Lord 

andwich ſaid, he did not wiſh to ſee Captain Baillie 
ruined ; he was not ſpiteful and vindictive - thoſe 
words arg written down there, that he ſhould be upon 
his guard not to get thoſe words out, if he could 
avoid it, This was done at the time that I under- 
ſtood that J was not to be examined; and, therefore, 
] was willing to give every aſſiſtance. In the month 


of February, a man came in, when I was going on 


the Freaks. and delivered me an order to attend the 
Houle of Lords; I ſaid, I am going the circuit to- 


morrow morning. He ſaid, Here is an order from 


the Houſe of Lords, and I muſt have 6s. 8d. tor it.” 


T faid, give my humble ſervice to the Houſe of 


Lords; when they ſend me good news I will give 
you 6s. 8d. but I will not give you 6s. 8d. for that. 
Therefore whatever my opinion and my withes may 
be about Captain Baillie, I have kept as clear as I 
can ; and I am aſtoniſhed to ſee that paper here, 

Q. I will read ſome of it. | 

* Q. Was you preſent at any converſation be 


4 tween Lord Sandwich and Mr. Murphy? 


„He muſt ſay that he was. N 

* Q. Was it at the Admiralty ? 

It was. | | 

« Q. Did Mr. Murphy go there in conſequence 
« of a letter from you, informing him that Lord 


« Sandwich deſired to ſee him. 


« He muſt ſay that he wrote a letter to that pur- 
6« pole... - | | 

« Q. Before you wrote that letter, had you made 
any propoſals, on the part of Lord Sandwich, to be 
% mentioned by Mr. Murphy to Captain Baillie ? 

“He muſt admit, that on Saturday the 12th of 
« December, he did tell Mr. NMurphy, that if Cap- 
4e tain Baillie would reſign his office of Lieutenant- 
Governor, Lord Sandwich would make an equl- 
% yalent proviſion for Captain Baillie.” | 
Then it goes on with the remainder of the exami- 
nation *, | This © 


9. Was un Baillie deſired, in the terms of that propoſal, to point out any n of making a proviſion for him? 


A. He mu 


admit that Lord Sandwich fald, if Captain Baillie would point out any praQticable mode, that it ſhould be done. 


Q: Did Captain Baillie propoſe that his ſon-in-law, Mr. Deviſme, ſhould be made a Commiſſioner of the Victualling, in the rocm 
of Captain Kirk, in whoſe favour Captain Baillie would then refiga the Lieutenant Governorſhip ? | 

A. He muſt admit that Mr. Murphy gave that anſwer on the part of Captain Baillie. | 

9. Did Captain Baillie deſire that his ſuſpenſion ſhould be taken off before he reſigned ? 


A. He muſt admit that he did. 


See the remainder at the bottom of the following page. N 2. Did 
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This. ſeems to me to be extremely different from 
what Mr. Murphy could have any objection to its 
coming out; for it is preciſely what has come out in 
his own examination. Was not Captain Baillie de- 


| fired, in the terms of that propoſal, to point out 


ſomething? If it was a propoſal of Mr. Murphy 
alone, Captain Baillie was led into an error. There- 
fore, my queſtion upon the whole of this, is, Whe- 
ther (Mr. Murphy having ſeen this paper, in his own 


hand-writing) if Captain Baillie was led into the error 


of thinking the propoſal came from Lord Sandwich, 
whether he was not led into it by Mr. Murphy ? 

A. It was long after Captain Baillie had told me 
he wiſhed to examine me, I aſked him, © Have you 


© told the perſon, that wiſhed to examine me, that it 


began from me? Have you told them what paſſed 
between Mr. Butler and me, on Friday? Have 
< you-told them I ſent the propoſition to the Admi- 
© ralty, by Mr. Butler ? Have you told them Lord 
* Sandwich refuſed to accept the papers? Haye you 
© told them Lord Sandwich was ready to meet the 
© enquiry ? Have you told them that he ſaid he did 
© not want to act cruelly and vindictively? Tell them 
© all theſe things, and ſee whether they will think it 
© an object to examine me?? With regard to the 
paper, your Lordſhips ſee it is every word of it cal- 
culated ; if the party will give dry anſwers, to ſhut 


out what paſſed on Friday ; for then it would look as 


if it came from Lord Sandwich, and not from me; 
but if he does not give a dry anſwer, he will ſay, 
yes, I did, on Saturday; but it was in conſequence 
of what was offered me on Friday. Ds: 
Qi. Did you tell Captain Baillie this paper was 
drawn up with a view to ſhut out what happened on 
Friday ? 9 | 255 | 
A. Yes; I told Captain Baillie I did it with that 
view, to avoid the Friday, and make it as artful an 
examination as poſſible z and he promiſed to burn it, 
as ſoon as he had copied it; and that my name 
ſhould not be mentioned; and, therefore, I do com- 
plain of double treachery in that paper. I will take 
care to know a man before I negociate for him again; 


I add further, it was not juſtice to Lord Sandwich, 


when I came to conſider of the whole; that I would 
have had buſineſs out of the kingdom, ſooner than I 
would have been here; and if Lord Sandwich had 
talked unguarded to me, or the loweſt man in the 
kingdom, I would not permit it to be ſaid, that he 
ſhould. be a ſufferer by placing confidence in me. 
Q. What was this great ſecret you would have 
gone out of the kindom to avoid ? | 
A. I faid, if Lord Sandwich had talked unguard- 


edly ; if he had laid himſelf open to me; if he had, 


in that confidence, put me in poſſeſſion of a ſecret ; 
if I thought it a ſecret proper to be concealed ; not 
only in the caſe of the noble Lord, but the loweſt 
perſon in the kingdom. TO; 

Q. What was there, in this negociation, that Was 
at all ſecret, or could be kept ſecret? is 


A. In my apprehenſion nothing with regard to 
Lord Sandwich, but with regard to myfelf, as the 


Counſel that did negociate, I abhor it to this mo- 


QQ. Explain what relates to you as Counſel in this 
buſineſs ? | | 
A. I could be better employed at this moment, 
rather than here; it is my duty to examine witneſſes 
in ſome caſes, and I wiſh never to be a witneſs, eſpeci- 
ally after the words, I talk with you, becauſe I 
„ conſider you as a man of honour, and 1 deſire it 
„ may appear to mankind, that I do not collude, 
<* and that I do not negociate with a man to betray 
„ him.” | 29 5 | 
Q. What is the ſecret in this negociation, that 
there is any thing wrong in betraying ; that can hurt 
any body ? 5 
A. I beg it may not be thought too bold a decla- 
ration, if 1 had thought there had been any thing, 


would not have been here, and becauſe I thought 


there was nothing, therefore I am here. 
Q. What do you complain of? 


A. The treachery of mentioning my name, and 
the writing that paper, which was as artfully calcu- 


lated as could be, that nothing might come out. 
Mr. Butler, I ſaid, would know what he is about 
and bring it out, if not, the croſs-examination will, 


and it always was my opinion never to meddle with 


this part of the bufineſs. 
Q. What was the poſſible miſchief or hurt to any 
perſon living, ſrom this being made known? 3 
A. I have very particular feelings, which I dare 
ſay your Lordſhip, and every Lord that hears me, 


will enter into the feelings a man may have in his 


own- breaſt, which he cannot well analize, when 


called upon to ſpeak to diſcloſe that which he learned 
in confidence. | 8 


Q. I muſt beg to have an anſwer to that queſtion, 


5 


what there is ſo ſecret in this, that ſhould hurt Mr. 


Murphy to diſcloſe ? 

A. In my opinion, in ſuch a ſituation as I am in, 
having talked for one with the other; the converſa- 
tion is to the noble Lord's honour, that is my ſenti- 


ment about it. 


Q. There is one point I had forgot, which is, to 


aſk you, whether in the courſe of this converſation, that 
you underſtood Lord Sandwich's offer was to make 
a compenſation to Capt. Baillie, or only to Mr. 


Deviſme ? 


A. Mr. Baillie propoſed, that it would be a won 


cient compenſation to him, if his ſon-in-law, Mr. 
Deviſme, ſhould be made a Commiſſioner of the 
Victualling, and he would then readily refign upon 
his half- pay; I believe, he did ſay Mr. Deviſme 


and him would underſtand one another. 


Q. The queſtion I aſked you, was not what Capt. 


Baillie propoſed, but whether Lord Sandwich had 


propoſed to give a compenſation to Capt. Baillie 
himſelf, or had agreed to it? 5 


2. Did Ca tain Baillie deſire to have a ſhip of war, that he might reſign with honour to himſelf ? 


A. He muſt admit the fact. 


9. Was it not in e w of the witneſs's letter, chat Mr. Murpby went to the Admiralty ? 
N | 


A. He muſt ſay it was 


9. Who was preſent at the Admiralty when Mr. Murphy waited on Lord Sandwich ? 
A. He muſt ſay Lord Sandwich, the witneſs himſelf, and the Rev. Mr. Cooke. 
9. In that converſation, did Lord Sandwich ſay any thing about the propoſal relative to Mr. Deviſme ? . 
A. He muſt ſay that Lord Sandwich ſaid, he had ſeen Captain Kirke, and that mode would not do, becauſe Captain Kirke had no 


thought of Greenwich Hoſpital, 


2. Did Lord Sandwich ſay, that if Captain Baillie would reſign, he would make an equiralons proviiea for him ? 
1 


A. He muſt ſay, that Lord Sandwich ſaid, He was not ſpiteful or vindictive, and that he 


d not wiſh to * ſee Captain Baillie 


1 ruined,” and if Captain Baillie reſigned, without giving Lord Sandwich the trouble of diſmiſſing him, he would provide for him 


«« as ſoon as poſſible,” 


2. Did Lord Sandwich ſay that, if Captain Baillie would not reſign, he could turn him out, and do nothing for him ? 


A. He muſt admit that theſe are the words, or to that effect. 


9. Was this converſation communicated to Captain Baillie in the preſence of Mr. Butler? 


A. He muſt admit that it was at Mr. Murphy's chambers, in Lincoln's-Inn, the perſons preſent being Mr. Murphy, Mr. Butler, 
Captain Baillie, and Mr. William Baillie, brother of Captain Baillie. | 


2. Did Captain Baillie make anſwer, that unleſs an equivalent proviſion was made for him before hand, he would not reſign ? 
A. He muſt admit this, as Captain Baillie has the anſwer in Mr. Butler's hand-writing ; the paper itſelf may be ſhewn to the 


witneſs, who muſt admit his own hand-writing. 


2. When Captain Baillie made that anſwer, did you preſs him to conſult the reſt of his Council; and did you ſend to know whether 


Mr. Bearcroft, and Mr. Erſkine, were in the way ? 


A. This remaining part was not read, bat is a copy of the original. 


K k A. My 
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A. My Lord Sandwich certainly did ſay, that that 
propoſition relative to Mr. Deviſme, he ſhould have 
had no objection to, if it had been practicable, but 
it was impracticable; for on the Tueſday morning, 
he ſaid he had ſeen Capt. Kirke, that Capt. Baillie 
was miſ- informed relative to him, he did not want 
Greenwich Hoſpital at all, therefore that would not 
do; that he knew Mr. Deviſme, and ſhould have had 
no objection to doing it; and the readineſs with 
which he ſaw Capt. Kirke, convinced me that it was 
ſo. Captain Baillie frequently told me, he believed 
the noble Lord had not ſeen Captain Kirke; but 
his brother, in my chambers, did once deſire him to 


fay that no more, becauſe he knew, of his own. 
knowledge, that Lord Sandwich had feen Captain 


Kirke. 

Q. The queſtion I aſk is, whether Lord Sand- 
wich did not ſay he would give a compenſation to 
Captain Baillie ? | PESTS 

A. He did fay it in the way I mention; I chuſe 
to avoid my own paper, and not to give ſhort and 
dry anſwers ; Lord Sandwich did fay he would have 
carried that into execution if he could. The noble 
Lord did ſay, if Captain Baillie could ſhow any 
practicable mode of making a proviſion for him; 


and I think he ſaid perhaps I may ſee that myſelf 


ſooner than him, and he was willing to do it. 

Q. Then did you underſtand in making a pro- 
viſion for him, that he meant through Mr. Deviſme, 
or directly to Captain Baillie ? 8 


A. In the way Captain Baillie ſhould chuſe to be 


ſerved, but deſiring Captain Baillie would always bear 
in mind, that he would not appoint him to a public 
office. | 


Q. Did you underſtand that compenſation to have 
been ſuch, as with his half-pay, ſhould amount ro 
„„ „„ 

A. I underſtood ſo; 1 concluded it was nieant ſo; I 
myſelf did underſtand and conceive fo, though I do 
not know that there was any ſuch diſtin& words. 

Q. I ſhould be glad to know whether Captain 
Baillie has called upon you ſince you have been 
ſummoned? 

A. When I came off the circuit, which was about 
the 24th or 25th of March, he did call upon me ; he 
told me I was come in time; I ſaid I did not reliſh 
it at all; that I was in hopes it would have been 
all over while I was on the circuit, and I proteſted 
entirely againſt it, both in point of utility to him, 
and inconvenience to myſelf; he called upon me 
about a fortnight ago. | 
Q. Lord Cheſterfield. 
that you ſhould ſoften your evidence? 

A, I believe nobody that knows me would men- 
tion that to me; he did not. | = 
Q. Whether Captain Baillie ever expreſſed to you 
who the perſons were that he alluded to, when he 
faid, that though he could truſt the noble Lord, yer 
he could not truſt the people about him? Did he 
name who thoſe people were? . | 

A. I do not recolle& that I had any curioſity 
about knowing who they were; becauſe I knew at 
that time who the people were that he was at va- 
riance with; I imagined he meant all the people 
in the Hoſpital that complained of him. 


Did he ever intimate 


a wiſh, 


Q. Do you know that theſe people were the par. 


ticular adviſers, or were much abour the noble Lord 
at the head of the Admiralty ? | | 

A. I had no more knowledge about the Hoſpital, 
or the government of it, or the power and authority 
the Lords of the Admiralty have over ig, than I have 
of the laws of Japan, till I had that brief. 

Q. Did he name any of them? | 

A. I cannot ſay whether he did at that time; I 
often heard him name among the 8 that ap · 
plied to the King's Bench, among the people that 


complained to the Admiralty, among a variety of 


people that he was at variance with in the Hoſpital; 


®* No Complaints were ever made againſt Captain Baillie, only recriminations. 


believe there were few eſcaped. 


words; but recollecting all of a ſudden, that he did 


great deal was ſaid about ſecrecy, in which 1 was 


and nothing could be more unreaſonable, than to 


F LD. 
I have often heard him name thoſe he pointed at 
more than others. Ee 5 
Q Who were they? 1 5 
A. I believe the Reverend Mr. Cooke had a good 
deal of ſhare in his reſentment ; and 1 believe Mr. 
Hicks, and Mr. Mylne, had a good deal of ſhare in 
it. Their names do not occur to me now, but I 


Q. Whether, when he expreſſed that diffidence 
of truſting to the noble Lord from the people that 
were about him ; or whether he did not fay, that he 
could have depended upon the noble Lord himſelf, 
if he had been the only perſon ? | 

A. That he would have truſted to him if he had 
tend 88 | 

Q. Did you hear him expreſs any other warm 
words ? | HT 

A. I did not mention them as an inſtance of warm 


make uſe of that expreſſion, and I thought it could 
not injure him to tell it. It was not produced as an 
inſtance of paſſion, or of his being violent or warm. 

[ Mr. Murphy withdrew, 


Friday, the -th day of May, 1779. 
Captain BAILLIE called in. 


Q. I beg Captain Baillie will inform the Com- 
mittee of what he knows relative to a tranſaction 
between Mr. Butler, Mr. Murphy, and himſelf ; 
to any offer. made to him, or from him, relative to 
his quitting Greenwich Hoſpital ? 8 

A. I ſhall humbly hope for the indulgence of the 
Houſe, to permit me to read what J have taken 
down upon that occaſion; it cannot be expected of 
me, to follow two ſuch eminent Counſel as Mr. 
Butler and Mr. Murphy; I have taken down a 
ſimple account of facts, if your Lordſhips will per- 
mit me to read it as evidence. | 1 

My Lords, as the matter of the negociation with 
my Lord Sandwich concerning the reſignation of my 
late office of Lieurenant- Governor, has been heard 
at your Lordſhips Bar, with a variety of circum- 
ſtances, the greater part of which have been re- 
preſented marerially to my diſadvantage, I truſt. 
you will permit me to point out whatever may be 
neceſſary to lay a true ſtate of that tranſaction before 
your Lordſhips. My Lords, a great deal has been 
ſaid, concerning the ſecrecy which ought to be pre- 
ſerved by men of honour in their negociations, that 
all converſations about them are ſuppoſed to be con- 
fidential, and that the moſt profound ſecrecy is an 
implied ſtipulation ; it appears to me, that a man 
who means to act fairly, has no ſecrets. I have in 
every ſtage of this matter declared, that I have none; 
and I well know, that I am ſtraggling in a cauſe 
in which nothing but truth and juſtice can ſupport 
When this negociation was opened to me, a 


me. 


willing to acquieſce, as long as I conceived myſelf 
to be fairly and honourably treated; becauſe I un- 
derſtood it to be the particular requeſt of Lord Sand- 
wich that it ſhould be ſo; though, as his Lordſhip 
declared, he meant to act in the moſt generous 
manner, I wiſhed, for his ſake, that ſecrecy had 
not been ſtipulated ; but, my Lords, when I found 
that the negociation evaporated into words, and that 
all which remained, was little more than the moſt 
contemptuous indifference, the idea on which ſe- 
crecy was ſtipulated was at an end; propoſals were 
held out to me which ended in mockery and inſult ; 


ſuppoſe, that I could be under an obligation to keep 
ſuch treatment a ſecret at the requeſt of thoſe by 
whom I had been inſulted. 

My Lords, that I was willing to change my ſta- 
tion in Greenwich Hoſpital, ſor an adequate compen- 


ſation, 
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ſation, was ſo far from being a ſecret with reſpe& 
to me, that I repeatedly preſſed it to my Lord 


Sandwich ſome years ago. It was my indiſpenſible 


duty to protect the penſioners to the utmoſt of my 
power, and therefore it was impoſſible for me to ac- 
quicice in the ſcenes of fraud and oppreſſion with which 


LI was ſurrounded ; but I foreſaw the dilemmainto which 


I ſhould be reduced; and though I could not ne- 
le& the duries of my office, whilſt 1 continued 
e ee of the Hoſpital, I viſhed to 
avoid that ruin which threatened me, if I took 
any effectual ſteps for redreſs. Your Lordſhips have 
already heard a letter from Lord Sandwich, dated 
the 6th of October, 1772, when this offer was, firſt 
made to him; in which he expreſſed his ſurprize at 
my wiſhing to retire, and pays me very unreſerved 
compliments on my conduct in the Hoſpital. | 
My Lords, the ſame offer was again preſſed on his 
Lordſhip, when TI laid the great complaints of the 
penſioners concerning their beer before him, in May, 
1777; I then found that I had loſt his Lordſhip's 


good opinion, though it appeared to me, that Thad 


perſevered in the ſame line of conduct, which he before 
had complimented, 1 was told that I was troubleſome, 
that I would not let buſineſs go on, and that the ſame 
thing would happen wherever J ſhould be placed; a de- 
claration which ſurprized me greatly, as ] have been a 
zealous and a faithful ſervant to his Majeſty near 
forty years, in various ſituations, without ever having 
had blame imputed to me before; and I could not 
conceive that his Lordſhip meant to declare, that it 
was not in his power to place me in any ſituation 
under Government, in which a man, who would not 
be a ſilent witneſs to fraud and oppreſſion, could be 
employed; from this interview, my Lords, which 
has left the ſtrongeſt and moſt diſagreeable impreſ- 
ſions on my mind, I deſpaired of redreſs for the grie- 
vances of the penſioners, or relief for the mortifying 
inſults I had met with, in every atttempt to protect 
them; I was at length compelled to take the only 
ſtep which remained within the line of my duty, that 
of an appeal to all the great and noble perſonages, 
who form the General Court of Commiſſiont rs and 
Governors. 1 50 „ 

My Lords, nothing could be farther from my 
wiſhes or expectations, than that the matter ſhould 
have become public, or have ever aſſumed the ap- 
pearance of diſturbing Government, efpecially in 
times ſo critical and dangerous as the preſent ; but 
in all the ſubſequent ſtages of the buſineſs, I have 
been compelled to be a patient ſpectator of the ſteps 

which have been taken preparatory to my ruin; I 
have been brought before ſuch a tribunal, in the 
late Committee of Directors, as I truſt never did 
before, nor ever will exiſt again in this country; 


a Court, wherein a part of the perſons accuſed ſat as 


Judges, and others of them appeared as evidence; 
the determination has been exactly ſuch, as was the 
neceſſary conſequence of a Court ſo conſtituted, where 
all material evidence, except of the perſons charged, 
has been rejected, facts of the moſt glaring notoriety 
declared not proved; I have been pronounced a falſe 
and malicious calumniator, and ſentenced to loſe 
my office, in the moſt ignominious manner for having 
dared to. accuſe, NEE — — | 

I have been compelled to ſuſtain a moſt harraſſing 
and expenſive ſuit in the- Court of King's Bench, 
which was diſcharged with coſts, as they are called, 
that is, with about one half of the expence actually 
incurred, and no kind of recompence for the fatigue 
and anxiety of mind occaſioned thereby. | 

My Lords, during the pendency of the proſecutions 
in the King's Bench, all my Counſel, after they had read 
their briefs, told me, that after the great weight of 
uniform and reſpectable teſtimony, which was contained 
in more than thirty affidavits, they could have no 
doubt of the truth of the ſtate of the Hoſpital, which 
T had laid before the, General Court; but that how- 
ever juſt my cauſe might be, the number, the in- 
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fluence, and the perſeverance of my proſecutors, 
would inevitably ruin me. 


Mr. Bearcroft (my leading Counſel) told me very 
kindly, that he would take an opportunity to ſpeak 
to the Solicitor-General, to ſee if the matter could 
be accommodated, if I had no objection; I told 


him that it was already well known, that I wiſhed 


to reſign my appointment in the Hoſpital, whenever 


an adequate proviſion ſhould be made for me in any 
other ſtation, but that I had no kind of expectation 


that the matter would then be accommodated, as 
J well knew the malice of my enemies, and that as 
they had obtained a rule upon fix different motions, 
in the Court of King's Bench, that nothing could 
ſtop them from trying the event of every one of 
et. ©. | | | SS 
Mr. Bearcroft accordingly found his attempts to 
negociate with Mr. Solicitor-General fruitleſs, and 
nothing could have relieved me from thoſe infor- 
mations, but the clear juſtice of my cauſe, and the 
very able{defence of my Counſel ; I have fince found, 
however, that Mr. Murphy made my caſe the ſub- 
ject of very indiſcriminate converſation, and fo far 
as his good intentions were employed, I conſidered 
myfelt. as obliged to him, as it was a proof of his 
zeal; and his opinion of the truth and juſtice of my 
cauſe ; but I neither conſented, deſired or encouraged 
him to enter into any negociation whatever; but 
my Lords, when the buſineſs began to wear a dif- 
ferent face, when all the motions for informations 
in the Court of King's Bench had been diſcharged, 
when the great impreſſion which the defence made 
on the whole Court had been felt, when it was known 
that fome of the firſt lawyers in the kingdom were 
of opinion I was entitled to a mandamus, the career 
of revenge was neceſſarily reſtrained z when it was 
known that notice had been given, that a general 
enquiry wovld be made in this Houſe, into the abuſes 
in the management of Greenwich Hoſpital, I then 
for the firſt time began to expect that a negociation 


would be ſet on foot; it was impoſſible that ſo corrupt 


a ſcene, and the hiſtory of ſo many abuſes, could wil- 
lingly be expoſed before this great tribunal, and ſub- 
jected to that cenſure which might be dictated by the 
wiſdom and integrity of your Lordſhips; but I was 
ſo far from attempting to ſet ſuch a negociation on 
foot, that I very well knew, if a propoſal came from 
me, the very meaſure itſelf would prevent it, and I 


do moſt ſolemnly declare, that I did not, directly or 


indirectly, commiſſion ↄr order Mr. Murphy to renew 
any of thoſe applications which he had himſelf begun, 


and which 1 found he had made the topic of his fre- 


quent converſation; F was not however ſurprized, 
When Mr. Murphy informed me, that a Mr. Butler 
had entered into converſation with him upon the affairs 
of Greenwich Hoſpital, and I do ſolemly declare, I 
underſtood from Mr. Murphy, that Mr. Butler's 
propoſals came ſtraight and direct from Lord Sand- 
wich; and I was the more confirmed in this belief, as I 
had, three or four days before, heard it'rumoured in 
the 'Hoſpital, through channels which I knew to be 
authentic, that it was intended to remove Captain 
Baillie, by giving him an equivalent in lieu ; and 
however accidental the meeting at the Coffee-houſe 
chen might be on the part of Mr. Murphy, it did 
not then appear to me to be ſo on the part of Mr. 
Butler ; that Mr. Murphy had been my Counſel, muſt 
have been a fact well known to Mr. Butler, though 
Mr. Butler's connections with Lord Sandwich, were 
unknown to Mr. Murphy, as he himſelf informed 
your Lordſhips ; but admitting that the meeting was 
perfectly accidental, it was I, and not Lord Sana-. 
wich, that received information from it; J learned 
that Lord Sandwich was now, for the firſt time, in- 
duced to to give me a compenſation ; he was the only 
agitator in the matter; he ſent for Mr. Murphy, but 
I made no application to Mr. Butler, under the cir- 
cumſtances in which the matter was ſtated to me; I 
had no kind of doubt but that it was a deliberative 

Y meſſage, 
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meſſage, and that it was at length really. intended, to 
offer me an honourable and an adequate compenſa- 
tion in lieu of my office. N 
I therefore held myſelf bound by the original pro- 
ſal to Lord Sandwich, which I had made to his 
Lordibio long before the proſecution, in circum- 


| ſtances very different from the preſent; I had under- 


gone a long train of harraſſing, expenſive, and in. 
Jurious treatment; I had reſiſted a very virulent legal 
attack, and my mind now glowed with hope, that 
the great, and almoſt the only object of my wiſhes 
on this ſide the grave, the reformation of the abuſes 
in Greenwich Hoſpital, would at length be accom- 
pliſhed by the propoſed enquiry at your Lordſhips 
bar; and that the great root of every other evil, 
the introduction of landmen, which had been in ſome 
meaſure ſanctioned by the alterations in the Charter, 
would be totally removed, and effectual precautions 
taken to ſhut out every poſſible ſanction to the like 
abuſes for the future; under theſe circumſtances I 
liſtened with reluctance to the conſiderations of pru- 
dence which were ſuggeſted to me; the moſt prevailing 


of which were, that though my printed Caſe, and the 


ſubſequent Enquiry, had convinced many people of 
the exiſtence of the abuſes, yet the pride of power 
was too great to yield immediately to thoſe con- 
victions z under thoſe circumſtances the negociation 
was proceeded on. Mr. Murphy waited on Lord 
Sandwich at his deſire, without my knowledge, and 
the two memorandums which have been read to your 


Lordſhips by Mr. Butler, were drawn up by my 


conſent, but at their requiſition, On this paper 1 
beg leave to obſerve, that it was ſo far from being 
underſtood by any of the parties that Captain Baillie 
was the firſt mover or a petitioner in this negociation, 
that the paper which Mr. Butler called my ulti- 
matum, drawn by himſelf, begins with the words, 
Captain Baillie is willing to reſign his Office upon 
% an equivalent compenſation to be given before- 
« hand.“ This is certainly not the language of ſolici- 
tation ; if my Lord Sandwich meant to a& with the 


fairneſs, openneſs, and delicacy of a ſuperior mind 


on this occaſion, it ſeems reaſonable to expect that 
he would have felt that whatever was proper to be 


done ought to be done immediately, and that he 


ought not -o have claimed confidence under the cir- 
cumſtances of the negociation. 

I found it was expected that I ſhould permit the 
report of the Committee to be printed without re- 
ply or expoſtulation ; that is, I was to permit myſelf 


to be proclaimed a liar, and a baſe, groundleſs calum- 


niator, throughout the kingdom ; ſuch a propoſal was 
the higheſt inſult that could be offered to a man of 


honour, who felt the fulleſt conviction of the truth 


af all his complaints, and who had preſerved through 
life a fair and unblemiſhed reputation as the firſt and 
deareſt object of his attention. 25 

My Lords, it is with great ſurprize that I have 


heard myſelf accuſed of treachery by Mr. Murphy; 


there is not a man in the world ſcorns ſo baſe and 
criminal a meanneſs more than I do; when it was 
found that the negociation ended only in the moſt 
madmiſſible and inſulting propoſals, Mr. Murphy 
did himſelf draw out an examination for Mr. 
Butler. The negociation, in an early ſtage of the 
Enquiry, had been ſtated in this houſe; the circum- 
ſtances were denied by Lord Sandwich; my charac- 
ter was at ſtake; and the Reverend Mr. Cooke and 
Mr. Butler, connected as they are with Lord Sand- 


wich, were nat witneſſes to ſupport me in the truth 


of my aſſertion; my brother might juſtly be ſuppoſed 
to be equally prejudiced in my favour. I conceive 
that under thele circumſtances I had a right to the 
teſtimony of Mr. Murphy; and I was equally ſur- 
prized and alarmed to find that he felt the utmoſt 
teluctance at being examined; I did not wiſh him 
to entertain any ſcruples, or to affect any ſecrecy on 
my account ; but I found his ſcruples and his deli- 
cacies aroſe on account of Lord Sandwich ;. I had 
nat been at all prepared for a delicacy of this kind, as 
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the converſations which I had hitherto had with Mr. 
Murphy reſpecting ſimilar tranſactions, had deeply 
impreſſed my mind with very different ideas from 
what Mr. Murphy was pleaſed to pronounce at your 
Lordſhips Bar concerning the noble Lord; but 1 
find that his delicacies had ariſen in the conference 
which he had held with his Lordihip, which confe- 
rence appears to me to have detached him entirely 
from my intereſts, 8 1 | 

My Lords, in this ſituation, alarmed as I was for 
my own character, I was glad to find that I had ac- 
cidentally preſerved the paper of examination intended 
for Mr. Butler. Mr. Murphy has told your Lord- 
ſhips that it was a paper artfully contrived to draw 
Mr. Butler into a ſtate of the matter quite different 
from what it really was. My Lords, I deſpiſe all 
ſuch mean arts; and if I had underſtood it at the 
time, I would on no account have permitted it to 
have been done; and I moſt ſolemnly proteſt to your 
Lordſhips, upon my oath, (as I now am) I under- 
ſtood the paper literally; and I was greatly ſur- 
prized to hear Mr. Murphy acknowledge that he 
meant to treat a brother of his own profeſſion in a 
way which appears to me to be really treacherous, 
and 1n any other profeſſion, would be held to be baſe 
and unwarrantable. | 

My Lords, in this paper Mr. Murphy propoſes 
that Mr. Butler's hand-writing ſhall be produced 
againſt him; I felt myſelf compelled to take the ſame 
advantage of Mr. Murphy, that he had himſelf pro- 
poſed to take of Mr. Butler. Mr. Murphy's evi- 
dence and conduct drove me to the diſagreeable ne- 
ceſſity; and your Lordſhips have ſeen that his mind 
is now more hoſtile to me than that of Mr. Butler, 
whoſe evidence was liberal, compared with Mr. 
Murphy's. My Lords, I truſt I ſhall and fully juſtified 
in your Lordſhips opinion, when it is conſidered, 
that if it had not been in my power thus accidentally 
to compare the teſtimony of Mr. Murphy by this 
paper, I muſt have appeared to have advanced a moſt 
foul and improbable aſſertion, for which 1 ſhould 
not have been able to have produced a ſhadow of 


proof; I ſhould otherwiſe have had no ſupport, than 


the conſcientiouſneſs of my own mind, that the whole 
was true, | | £ | 

My Lords, no part of the evidence which has been 
given, at your Lordſhips bar, has ſurprized me ſo 
much as that part of Mr. Butler's, who has ſworn, 
that all orders of men, in Greenwich Hoſpital, had 
complained of Captain Baillie. My Lords, if this be 


true, I am ready to admit, that all I have ſaid about | 


Greenwich Hoſpital 7s falſe, and I would gladly join 
iſſue upon this ground. I will tell your Lordſhips 
who they are, viz. five ſea Officers, out of fourteen ; 
three Civil Officers, that have been at fea; and a 
combination of landmen, confiſting of eighteen or 
twenty perſons, out of two thouſand three hundred, 
or two thouſand four hundred ſouls. Theſe, my 
Lords, are the men; theſe are the combination, al- 
luded to by the noble Lord, that have prevented 
and obſtructed Captain Baillie in his duty, and which 
was to be alligned, as a public reaſon, for his reſigna- 
tion. My Lords, except theſe perſons, and their im- 
mediate dependents, I truſt that my being reſtored to 
the Office would be heard with fincere joy, by all 
thoſe who are the real objects of the charity. 

My Lords, that ever I thought of reſigning my 
Office, was ſo far from proceeding from any diſlike to 
the Hoſpital, that my real wiſh has always been, that 
might live and die in peace there, and reſt among 
the penſioners; I conſider it as one family, the moſt 
venerable and reſpectable in the world; a family of 
brave old ſeamen, who are ſupported by their coun- 
try, as a reward for their paſt ſervices, at the head of 
which I generally preſided; and I had no earthly 
wiſh equal to promoting their comfort and happineſs ; 
and no propoſal, however advantageous, which could 
be made me, would give me equal fatisfaCtion to being 
reſtored to them, without the apprehenſion of being 
obſtructed in the performance of my duty. 


My 
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NV Lords, I am alſo repreſented, by Mr. Butler, 
2 a man of the moſt violent and ungovernable tem- 
per, without his having produced a ſingle inſtance to 
ſupport it; Lord Sandwich himſelf has given repeated 
proots, under his hand, to the direct contrary ; and 

the two late Governors have alſo approved my con- 
duct in the Hoſpital, as appears by Lord Sandwich's 


and their letters, in October, 1772, ready to be pro- 


duced, as well as the ſtrong words of my warrant by 
which 1 had the honour to be appointed by Lord 
Sandwich. I have likewiſe the misfortune to be ac- 
cuſed of ingratitudez am I; my Lords, in honour or 
in conſcience bound to fee two thouſand Britiſh ſea- 
men abuſed, in all their intereſts; by way of ſhewing 
my gratitude to a noble Lord, after he had turned a 
draf ear to my repeated remonſtrances ? Neither has 
my profeſſional character, as an Officer, eſcaped the 
cenfure of the noble Lord, in the moſt public man- 
ner; and, I therefore hope, your Lordſhips goodneſs 
and indulgence will be pleaſed to permit me to pro- 
duce a letter from the late Secretary of the Admi- 
ralty, Mr. Cleaveland, wherein it appears, that my 
character, as an Officer, is unimpe cached at the 
Admiralty. 


[Captain Bailke how, 
Mr. GODBY called iu. 


Q Whether you know what the contract price is, 
now given for ſhoes and ſtockings? | 

A. The contract price for ſhoes is three ſhillings 
and nine-pence, and three ſhillings and nine-pence 
halfpenny for the extra ſhoes, 

Q. What has it been heretofore? _ 

A. The preſent contract has been for two years, 
which are near expired; the contract before this was 
three ſhillings and ſeven-pence, and three ſhillings 
and ſeven-pence halfpenny; the Contractor tells me, 
he contracted fix or eight years ago, and then it was 
three ſhillings and ſeven-pence, three ſhillings and 
nine-pence, and four ſhillings and nine-pence; the 
contract price for ſhoes, in common, is much about 
the ſame as the preſent ; but that for the extra ſhoes, 
which are very few, four ſhillings and ſeven-pence. 

Q_ Has not the contract price been increaſed? 

A. It is three ſhillings and nine-pence, and three, 
ſhillings and nine- -pence halfpenny now. 

Q. What i is the price of ſtockings? 

A. The penſioners blue hoſe, eighteen illings a 
dozen; boys blue yarn, ten-pence haifpenny.; grey, 
ten-pence ; ditto worſted, one ſhilling and four-pence. 

Q. What has it been heretofore ? 

A. The preſent contract price is eighteen ſhillings ; ; 
the laſt WAS, I think, nineteen ſhillings, but I am not 
quite certain, 

Q. Before that what was it? 

A. It varied very little, but I cannot ſay. exactly 
what; it was nineteen ſhillings and ſixpence, or 
1 ſhillings. 

Q. In general, has the price been leſs than it was ? J 

A. I think much about the ſame; the preſent con- 
tract price is eighteen ſhillings ; I think the laſt con- 
tract price was nineteen ſhillings; I think it ma 
have been nineteen ſhillings and ſixpence; I think J 
remember its having been twenty ſhillings. 

Q. Does the money all go through your hands 
that pays the Contractors for ſhoes and ſtockings, as 
well as the meat? 

A. It does not, nor for the meat neither; the bill 
is paſſed through my Office, but not the money. 4 

Q. The contract price has been always fluctuating, 
I ſuppoſe ? 


A. Always; ſometimes more, I believe, and ſome- 
times Jeſs. 


Q. Mention an inſtance where it has been leſs ?. 


He was not permitted to produce the letter. 
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A. The ſtockings were nineteen ſhillings laſt con- 
tract, which was two years ago. 0 * 


. But whether chere is an inſtance leſs than the 
preſent time? 


A. L believe it may be ſo, bur don't recolleRt. 
| Tk ert withdrew. 


BA '#: WE in. 


A. Do you 155 what the preſent price A the 
ot for ſhoes is ? 


A. I believe three ſhillings and nine-pence, and 
three ſhillings and nine-pence halfpenny ; three ſhil- 
lings and nine-pence for the common, and three 
ſhilliogs and nine-pence halfpenny for the extra, 


which are very few; thoſe are high heeled ſhoes. = 


Q. What has been the price heretofore ? | 
A. I believe three ſhillings and ſeven-pence half- 


penny, and three ſhillings and eight-pence wk I 
the contract prior to the laſt. 


Q. What was it before that ? | 

A. ].cannot recollect; but I believe about three 
thillings and nine-pence, or thereabouts. 

Q. How high has it ever been, in your memory ? 

A. 1 do remember it four ſhillings for a common 


pair of ſhoes, 


Q. When did you remember that ? 


A. About erghteen years ago; I was een by 
Mr. Bell, a former Steward. 


Q. How long did that price laſt ? 
A. It was a ſtanding contract for ſome years; of 


late they have contracted every two years. 


Q. How many years did that laſt ? 

A. Several years before I came into Office. 

Q. How many years after? 

A. I believe four or five years, 

Q. When was it altered? 

A. That man who ſerved it went to Quebec; the 
contract was put up, and the loweſt propoſal was re- 


ceived ; and, from that time, it has been the conſtant 


practice to contract every two years, every general 
ſerving. 


Q. About what time did! it happen that the Price 
was lowered ? 

A. I believe ten or twelve years ſince. 

<4; What was the price two years ago? 

A. Three ſhillings and ſeven-pence halfpenny, and 
three ſhillings and eight-pence halfpenny, ** 

Q What is the price of {tockings now? 

. The preſent price, I think, is nineteen ſhillings 
a , 

Q. What did that uſe to be formerly? 

A. I remember it at cighteen ſhillings a dozen. 

Q. How long is that ago? 

A. About fix. years. 

Q. How high do you ever remember it ? 

A. I don't remember it higher than twenty ſhillings 
a dozen. 

Q. Are the ſhoes and ſtockings the ſame quality? 

A. They are received by the ſame pattern as 
formerly. 

Q. And are full as good as ever? 

A. They are received by the ſame pattern as for- 
merly, and thoſe ſtockings that don't appear equal to 
the pattern are rejected; and if any complaint is 
made of them, an application is made to the Board, 


and the Contractors are generally ſent for to give 
their reaſons. 


Q. 1 ſuppoſe the contract price varies according to 


the marketable price of the commodity ? 
A. Tes. 


Q I ſuppoſe leather was dearer, when ſhoes were 


higheſt ? 


A. As leather is dearer or cheaper, ſo the contract 
varies; and the payment of the Hoſpital being ſo 


. + Theſe ſhoes and ſtockiugs which are the worſt that are ever made, the poor men have but three.pairs in two years, | 
1 1: ts neronous, that Mr, Godby, for theſe and other ſuch pprpoſes, receives two thouſand pounds regularly every month. 
When leather was cheap, the contract was at four ſhillings per pair; as it grew dearer, the price was lowered to three ſhillings 
' audſeven-pence per pair; ſince which the men's ſhoes have not laſted half the time they ought, that is three pair for two years. 
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punctual, it induces Contractors to accept it upon 
very low terms. FO os Te 
PHILIP STEPHENS, EI. called in. 


Q Are not you Seeretaty to the Board of Ad- 
miralty ? 1 | | 

A: I am. ; 

Q. Was you preſent at the Board of Admiralty 
upon the 25th of December laſt, when Captain 
Baillie was diſmiſſed ? 7 | 

A, Yes, I was. 5 | 

Q. Whether Captain Baillie had, previous to that 
diſmiſſion, been ſummoned to appear before the Board 
of Admiralty ? 1 YE 

A. No; he was not. | 

Q. Did the Admiralty communicate to Captain 
Baillie any complaint againſt him for nuſbehayiour 
previous to his diſmiſſion? 

A. I do not recollect that they did. 

Q_ Lord Sandwich. Are you a Prize-agent ? 

A. Na. | | 
Qi. Are you poſitive you are not? 

A. I am certain I am not. I was a Prize-agent 
in the beginning of laſt war, and in the war pre- 
ceding that; but as ſoon as I had the honour of 


being appointed one of the Secretaries of the Ad- 


miralty, I declined all Prize agency. | 
Q. And you have not been a Prize-agent fince 


you have been Secretary to the Admiralty ? 


A. Excepting for a day or two; but I declined it 
as ſoon as I could write to my friends *. 


[ Philip Stephens, Eſq. withdrew. 


Sir WILLIAM JAMES called in. 


Q. Whether you was a member of the Committee 
to enquire into the complaints of Captain Baillie 
relative to Greenwich Hoſpital ? | 

A. I was named. as one of the Committee ; I was 


not preſent at the time; as I had been pretty much 


engaged in other avocations, I ſhould have begged 
to be excuſed, but not being there, certainly I did 
not make any objections, but attended as often as I 
could. 5 1 

Q. I beg you will inform the Houſe how often 
you did attend the Committee at Greenwich 

oſpital ? © | 

A. I think I was at three; the Minutes will ſhew 
that. | 


Q. Was not you preſent at the General Court 


when that Committee was appointed? 

A. No; I was not. ; 1 | 

Q. | beg you would inform the Committee whe- 
ther Captain Baillie did not, when you was preſent, 
ſeveral times offer to produce witneſſes which were 
refuſed to be heard ? | | 

A. I don't know that that was the fact. 

Q. Do you not recolle& any inſtances where the 
evidence offered to be produced by Captain Baillie 
was refuſed ? N 

A. I certainly do not; I recolle& that there were 
altercations at the Board, when I fancy Mr. Baillie 
might have introduced, or endeavoured to have in- 
troduced, matter extraneous to the point then under 
diſcuſſion, which gave a good deal of interruption to 
buſineſs, but | do not know that any evidence was 
refuſed. | _ | 

Q. Whether the evidence of the blind men were 
heard relative to that part of the buſineſs? 

A. I think that was the laſt Committee that 1 
attended at. The charge reſpecting the inconve- 
nience that they had laboured under was admitted or 


1 
allowed to be a grievance, and that was underſtood 
by the Committee to have been remedied; the fact 


was admitted. 


Q. Was any report made by the Committee that 
that part of Captain Baillie's complaint was well- 
founded? 1 2 3 

A. Upon my word I have not ſeen the Minutes 
of the Committee ſince I attended at the Board, they 
will ſpeak for themſelves. 999755 

Q. Do you recolle& whether that fact was ad 
mitted at the time by the Committee? 

A. It was not diſputed, it was not entered into; 
it being underſtood that a rail + had been put up, 


and the grievance remedied, it was thought un- 


neceſſary to go farther into it; it being ſo underſtood, 


and having been ſo repreſented to the Committee? 
Q. Do you recollect whether any Minutes were 


taken by the Committee that that fact was admitted; 


that that complaint had been grounded? . 

A. I really don't know; I preſume the Minutes 
will ſpeak to that fact; the deputy Secretary at- 
tended, and took Minutes; I have not looked at 
them ſince. 5 N | 

Q. Who was that deputy Secretary? ? 

A. Mr. Cooke, I think, was the perſon that took 
the Minutes. OO wes 

Q. Has he any employment in Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital? 5 | 

A. He acts as aſſiſtant Secretary. 

Q. To whom? 8 | 

A. To the Board of Directors? 

Q. Were not parts of Captain Baillie's book com. 
plaints againſt the Board of Directors? T3 

A. Certainly it was ſo underſtood. _. | 
Q. Do you think that Directors were proper to 


form a Committee to enquire into their own con- 


duet? 

A. I believe they did not think it was a right 
thing for them to enquire, or to decide upon their 
own conduct, and therefore they did not enter into 
that part of Captain Baillie's book, at leaſt at any 
Committee at which I attended. 
Q. Were not all the members of that Committee 


Directors? | 


A. I believe they were ? | 
Q. Were there not very ſerious complaints againſt 
them in that book ? | 

A. I think without going into names, there was 
ſome kind of diſcrimination, there were ſome excep- 
tions I think in the charges that were brought againſt 
the Directors in the publication. | 

Q. But I would aſk you whether in general there 
were not ſeveral charges againſt the Board of Di- 
rectors in general, as Directors? | 

A. I have not read the book lately, it will ſpeak 
for itſelf ; certainly what appears in the publication 
every reader will give his own idea or interpre- 


tation to; that undoubtedly the Directors did conſider 


themſelves as charged generally. 

Q. Do you think that men who think themſelves 
charged generally, are proper judges to try the man 
who charges them, though it be not upon thoſe 
charges that affect themſelves? _ | 

A. I ſhould be very glad to be excuſed anſwering 
any queſtions of opinion, it certainly is matter of 
opinion; I obſerved before, that as well as J recollect 
the charge, it does admit of diſcrimination ; there 
are ſome perſons marked as men (I think the ex- 
preſſion is) of worth and honour; when the Committee 
was named, Captain Baillie had the privilege of ex- 
cepting to any that he choſe to except againſt, as I 
underſtood ; and it may be preſumed, that as he had 
mentioned the characters in a light of ſome diſcrimi- 
nation, he might have choſen a proper Committee 


He never gave any public notice that he had declined that buſineſs, it is preſumed. 

+ So ignorant are the Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital, even in reſpe& to the execution of their own orders, that upon the recom- 
mendation of Mr. Mylne, the Clerk of the Works, twelve hundred yards of poſts and rails were deſtroyed, (which had been, formerly, 
erected for the comfort and ſecurity of the lame and blind penfioners, when proper attention was paid to their infirmities) are by the 
Committee converted into one ſingle rail. | F | | 


Out 
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but of thoſe Directors; or might have excepted to 
any that he thought improper : but that is certainly 
matter of opinion, upon which every noble Lord in 
the Houſe, or any gentleman, can judge as well as I 
can. I ſhall be very glad to ſpeak to all the facts I 
know; and I am ſure I ſhall do it in the moſt impar- 
tial manner, without the leaſt kind of reſerve. | 
Q. I am very ſenſible my queſtion to Sir William 
James is entirely. matter of opinion; and I aſked it 
of Sir William James, becauſe I have a very great 


he thinks proper; that is in his own breaſt. My 
queſtion is, whether the Directors, thinking them- 
ſelves, in general, aggrieved; were impartial judges 
to try the conduct of that man whom, they ſuppoſed, 
had aggrieved them, though it was not in the points 
upon which he had attacked them?; 

A. That part of the charge which reſpeted them- 
ſelves, I have obſerved already, that they did not 

think it decent to go into. 

Q Am ] to underſtand you, that you wiſh to de- 
cline giving your opinion, whether they were proper 
1 of entering into the other parts of the bufi- 
nels ? 

A. I do not know any reaſon why they were not 
proper and competent to decide upon any other parts 
of the charge. 

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Cooke, who took 
the Minutes, has not ſome other employment under 
ſome other perſon in the Hoſpital! 2 

A. Upon my word, I do not; I know Mr. Cooke 
in no other light whatever, but as a perſon who 
ſometimes aſſiſts there as Deputy Secretary. 


Q. Do you recollect whether the evidence of Mr. 
Charles Lefevre was heard ? 


A. Not while I was at any Committee; I don't re- 


collect ſuch a name as an evidence. 

Q. Do you recollect whether Captain Baillie did 
not propoſe to produce that witneſs ? 
A. I do not. 


Q. Did you attend the laſt day ? 
A. I believe I did. 


Q. Do you recolle& the manner in which the 
Committee was broke up ? | 

A. For my own part, [ did not conclude the Com- 
mittee as broke up ; there had been ſome altercation 
at the Board, between a gentleman that aſſiſted Mr. 
Baillie and Mr. Morgan, I think, reſpecting the 
mode of proceeding, or reſpecting the introduction of 
matter ; and, I think, the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee conceived, that it gave very great interruption to 
bufineſs ; there was a very good diſpoſition in the 
Committee to hear every thing, and to decide impar- 
tially; but, he conceived, that gave ſo much inter- 


ruption, that I fancy he might make uſe of an exprel- 


fion, that he did not know any buſineſs there was for 
lawyers; for, I believe, he conceived the gentleman 
that aſſiſted Mr. Baillie to be of that profeſſion, from 
his great abilities, and the great aſſiſtance he appeared 
to give the Caſe of Captain Baillie; I believe he made 
uſe of the expreſſion, that he did not know what they 
did there. Upon Mr, Cowley's withdrawing, I think 


Captain Baillie did the ſame ; but that did not break 


up the Committee, we continued doing buſineſs after 
that. 
Q. I beg you will acquaint the Committee, whether 


Captain Baillie was not ordered to withdraw, at the 
ſame time? 


A. I do not recolleQ that, indeed. 


Q. I think you ſay, they continued to do buſineſs 
after Captain Baillie was retired? 


A. Tes. | 

Q. I beg to know what that buſineſs was? 

A. I think a great number of the gentlemen, that 
conſtitute the military Council of the Hoſpital, were 
called in, and examined with reſpect to a complaint of 
lome veal, ſaid to have been improper, I think, for 
the Infirmary ; ; Dr. Hoſſack, the Phyſician of the 
Hoſpital, and they, were interrogated with reſpect to 
other matters, to know whether any grievances exiſt- 
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ds or they had any complaints. to make; and, I 


| think, it ended generally. in their having nothing to 


complain of; no complaints were made. 


. Whether any other matters of enquiry were then 
gone into ? 


A. As far as my recolle&tion f. ſerves me, 8 W.S 
the laſt tranſaction of that Committee, which was the 
laſt that I attended at. 


Q. Whether | am to underf? and, that this laſt tranl- 


action was in the abſence of Captain Baillie, and of 
reſpect for his opinion; he will anſwer it, or not, as 


the gentleman who attended him? 

A. I believe they were out of the room. | 

Q. Was any report made of that tranſation ? | 
A. I fancy that mult ſtand upon the Minutes; I 
take it for granted. 

Q. J will aſk you, Sir William James, (but this 
again 1s matter of opinion, which he will anſwer or 
not, as he thinks proper) whether he thinks it very 
juſtifiable, in that Committee, to have examined 
into a matter complained of in Captain Baillie's book, 
when he was abſent, and his aſſiſtant; and to have 
reported upon it, without having heard him? 

A. I think the-gentlemen that I have mentioned 
before, conſiſted of eight or ten 1n number; and an 
opportunity was given to them, individually, to 
mention or ptefer any complaint they had to make 
they were aſked if they had any. 

Q. What opportunity had Captain Baillie of prov- 
ing his complaint reſpecting the veal, if he was out 
of the room while it was examined ? 

A. I have already ſaid that I do not recolle&, nor 
do I believe, that Captain Baillie was deſired to 
withdraw from the Committee? 

Q. Do you recollect the behaviour of Mr. Barker 
upon that occaſion ? 


A. He was the Chairman of the Committee at 
that time, 

Q. Do you recollect his behaviour ? 

A. I do not recolle& any thing particular in his 
behaviour ; he appeared to be anxious and ſolicitous 
to get through the buſineſs. 

Q. Did you think his behaviour cool ? 

A. That is matter of opinion entirely; I ſaw no- 


thing in Mr. Barker's b-haviour, but what indicated 


a great defire to inveſtigate truth, and to get rid of 
the buſineſs; for it was not a buſineſs that was a very 
agreeable one; it took up a great deal of time, at 
beſt; and was attended with very diſagreeable cir- 
cumſtances ; hearing altercations and diſputes. 

Q. Mr. Barker was deſirous of getting rid of the 
buſineſs, as you have expreſfed yourſelf; but do not 
you think he was deſirous of getting rid of it rather 
precipitately ? Am I to underſtand vou then, tc 
give It as your opinion to this Committee, that Mr. 
Barker's behaviour, 7 that occaſion, was mode- 
rate, proper, and cool ? 

A. I wiſh the noble Duke would not urge a mat- 
ter of opinion. I ſaw nothing but what tended ro a 
defire to carry on the bulineſs with a proper attention 
to facts and diſpatch. 

Q. Do you recollect that you propoſed that the 
men who happened to be on guard might be called, 
as a fair and impartial manner of taking the ſenſe ot 
many perſons upon the ſeveral 2 and abuſes 
charged in Captain Baillie's printed Caſe ? 


A. At one of the Committees at which I attended, 


a particular complaint, reſpecting the linen, was taken 


into conſideration ; the waſhing, I think, and the 
ſize of the ſheets, were ſubjects of enquiry. I think. 


I do recolle& pr::poling, as | confidered the object 
of the Committee to be ſtrictly to inveſtigite the 


truth, and to remedy any real exiliing grievances, I 


did propoſe that any indifferent peiſons might be 
called in; but ſome fhirts having been extiibited in 
the Committee, Which, at once, aſcertained the na- 
ture of their being waſhed, and the ſizes, 1 bcheve 
the Committee were of opinion they were very com— 
petent to decide upon that, upon their own obſcrva- 
tion. I examined a ſhirt mylelf; 1 am not one of 


the largeſt nor the ſmalleſt of men; the ſhirt which ! 
law, 
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law, appeared to be a middling ſize; it cannot be 
preſumed that all the men in the Hoſpital are of one 
ſize; and, therefore, without any inconveniencies, 
there may be ſome differences in the ſizes of the ſhirts; 
the ſhirts that I ſaw did not appear to me to be fo 


ſmall as to be really deſerving of complaint. The 


' waſhing of them was tolerable ; certainly, not very 


fine; but it was underſtood, that whenever a com- 
plaint of waſhing was made, that the waſherman, who 
contracts always, took the linen back again, and re- 
waſhed it, without any charge to the Hoſpital. 
Upon the fubje& of the linen, alſo, I wiſhed to be 
ſatisfied myſelf, and I called for the books of the 
Hoſpital, in which 1 found, as it ought to be, in- 
deed, a charge made againſt the Steward, for all 
the linen received into the Hoſpital, of which he was 
diſcharged, by producing a certain number of ſhirts, 
and a certain number of ſheets, and charged always 
with the reſidue, if there was any to begin another 
account ; the books always appeared exceedingly re- 
gular and well kept, 8 | 

Q. I beg you will acquaint the Committee, whe- 


ther your propoſal of examining the men upon guard, 


as a fair way of taking the firſt men that came, was 
carried into execution ? 

A. I believe I have explained myſelf upon that 
head before; I do not recollect that I ſaid upon 
guard; but I think, at the time when the matter was 
diſcuſſing, I ſaw two or three penſioners walking paſt 
the window ; I ſaid, thoſe were as proper as any 
other, you may take in thoſe, or any other men to 


aſcertain the fact. The anſwer was, the linen is 


here, upon which we could as well judge, as if a 
hundred evidences were examined upon it; my pro- 


poſition, if it deſerved the name of a propofition, 


was not oppoſed upon any other principle, than that 
the ſhirts being there, the Committee thought them- 
ſelves competent to judge upon the complaint. 

Q. I beg you will recollect, whether Captain Bail- 
lie joined in this propoſal or not ? | 

A. I believe he did acquieſce in it. 

Q. I beg to aſk you, whether you did not look 
upon that as a proof, that Captain Baillie was wil- 
ling to prove his charge by fair and impartial en- 


quiry ? 5 
A. I know nothing that was done upon it, that 


precluded him from that opportunity. 


Q. Do not you recollect that the Committee would 


not come into that propoſal ?_ | 
A. I have already given an anſwer to that ; I have 


already ſtated the circumſtance as it paſſed exactly. 


Q. This is a matter of fact, I beg you will be fo 
good as to be particular. Did you mean to ſay, that 


the Committee did not object to the calling in of 


thoſe perſons ? | | 

A. There was no queſtion agitated, nor no ſenſe 
of the Committee taken upon it. Gentlemen men- 
tioned their different opinions; and I have already 
ſtated, that it was conſidered as unneceſſary, the linen 


being in the room; but the linen being there, I pre- 


ſume, it was conſidered as the beſt evidence or teſti- 
mony of the fact that could be adduced; I did not 
w_ it objected to upon any other ground than 
that. | | 
Q. Am I to underſtand that it was objected to? 
A. It certainly was not complied with; and in- 
deed, in the manner that I have had the honour to 
ſtate, I mentioned it as an idea, but did not preſs 
it, Fe | 
Q. But did not Captain Baillie preſs it? 
A. I think he mentioned it as a proper meaſure. 
Q. I think you have ſaid, you do not recolle& 
who it was that did produce the ſhirt that was ex- 
amined ? | | 
A. I do not; there was a large baſket of linen, 
as well as I recollect. e 
Q. Can you take upon yourſelf to ſay, that that 
baſket was not produced by Mr. Godby, the Steward? 
A. I really do not know how it came into the 
room. | 


ſince I heard it read. 


moned, and I have no ſummons. 


F' L. 0 K 8 


Q. Can you take upon yourſelf to ſay, that Cap. | 
tain Baillie did not offer to produce other ſhirts that 
were deficient ? | | 

A. Not that I recollect. OE apa 

Q. I beg you will inform the Committee whar 
your opinion has been of Captain Baillie's conduct, 
in detecting the frauds of the butchers, and carrying 
on the profecutions againſt them? EE 

A. I have always conſidered it in a very merito- 
rious light. $16 OE: | 
Q. I beg to know what your opinion is of Cap- 
tain Baillie's conduct, in general, reipecting the pen- 
ſioners ? oh 

A. I never heard any thing to the prejudice of 
Captain Baillie in the execution of his office as Lieu- 
tenant-Governor. | f 

Q. You have ſaid you did not apprehend the 
Committee was concluded at the time it was I de- 
fire to know your reaſon for not thinking it concluded. 

A. I believe it was not concluded; 1 think there 
was another Committee held afterwards at one of the 
meetings in London, but I am not ſure. | 

Q. Was the ſeventh day of the Committee's meet- 
ing the laſt time that you was there? ent 

A. It was the ſeventh day. | 1 

Q. Thave not heard before of there being a ſit- 
ting any where after this day? Do you know of there 
being any other ſitting after the ſeventh day? | 

A. Not at the Hoſpital, I believe not; but there 
was a Committee after that day; I think at Salters 
Hall, in town. Lo, 

Q. Was you there? | THEY 

A. I believe I was there at the firſt of it; what 
was done in it I really don't know. 3 

Q. Was Captain Baillie at the meeting of the 
Committee on that eighth day ? e 
A. I cannot ſay; I ſtaid but a very little time, 
if I was there myſelf; I think I was there for a very 
little while, but being engaged otherwiſe, I could 
not ſtay, | | 

Q. Whether you ever faw the report of the Com- 
mittee? TO 

A. I heard the report read. ” 

Q. Whether that report mentions any proceedings 
on this eighth day ? 1 

A. I cannot charge my memory; it is ſome time 


[Sir William James wittdrew. 
Captain BAILLIE called in again. 
Q. Whether you was preſent at the eighth meeting 


of the Committee at Salter's Hall? 


Q. Was you ſummoned to that meeting? 
A. I was not ſummoned; I waited upon the Go- 


vernor, Sir Charles Hardy, to know the reaſon why 


I was not ſummoned upon that buſineſs; he told 


me he diſapproved very much, that every other 


Director of the Hoſpital ſhould be 3 ſum- 
Ar. Wells, one 
of the Directors of the Hoſpital, and one of the 


Committee, told me, in paſſing by, in his carriage, 


after the Committee broke up, on the ſeventh day, 
that there would be no more meetings of the Com- 


mittee at the Hoſpital, but that they ſhould have 


another meeting at Salters Hall, that they ſhould 
not want me there. . 
Q. Whether the ſeventh meeting of the Com- 
mittee, when the men's linen was produced, was 
the linen that was examined, that which you pro- 
duced, or that which Mr. Godby produced? 

A. I had a large flaſket full of men's ſhirts and 
ſheets, in the Committee room, ſome new, ſome 
old, that were not examined; I could not prevail 
upon the Committee to ſuffer them to be examined. 
I had another flaſket full of ſhoes and ſtockings 
that were complained of; they were not examined; 
ſome few Mr. Godby thought fit to produce, were 


meaſured by himſelf, and it did not appear to oj 
| | that 
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| that even thoſe ſheets were near the length allowed 


Fe by the eſtabliſhment, | 
Q. Did you acquieſce in the propoſal hs by 5 


Sir William James, to take the firſt men that paſſed 

ö 
15 Sir William James very candidly propoſed, to 

call in any of the penſioners, and to take their ſenſe, 
that might be near the Council-room z I acquieſced 
in that. The Reverend Mr. Cooke ſaid, there were 
a number of people ſurrounding the doors, whom he 
ſaid, be believed, had been ſelected and placed there 
for the purpoſe by Captain Baillie, I ſaid to that, 
if the Committee would ſend to the guard, they 
might take the ſenſe of the men promiſcuouſly, or 
they might go into the wards of the Hoſpital, and 
ſee the ſheets upon the men's beds, and the ſhirts for 
the next day; that was objected to by Mr. Cooke 
and the reſt of the Directors; Sir William James, 
I thought at the time did appear to acquieſce to 
it, he ſaid nothing. 
Q. Was the Reverend Mr. Cooke one of the Com- 
mittee? 

A. No, he was not. 

O. Was he preſent in the room all the time: ? 

A. He was generally preſent ; he walked in and 
out when he plealed ; he was ere the greateſt part 
of the time. 

QQ. Did he give his opinion upon any tranſac- 
tions that paſſed ? 

A. Perpetually ; the moment that Mr. Lefevre 
came in, he ſaid he objected to his evidence, and 
Mr. Barker took his advice; and I beg leave to ſay, 
his father s evidence was treated in the ſame manner. 
| [Captain Baillie withdrew. 


Monday, the 10th of May, 1779. 
Sir MERRICK BURREL called in. 


. Whether you was a member of the Commir- 
tee that ſat at Greenwich tiolſpiral laſt ſummer ? 

A. At what meeting does your Grace inean; I 
was at one meeting only, as I recollect. . 

. My queſtion * was, whether you was a Member 

of that Committee ? 
A. I rather believe I was, but ! proteſt I cannot 
abſolutely ſay. 
Q. I beg to know whether you did not attend? 
A. Once. 
Q. Whether your recollect, whether the evidence 
which Lieutenant- Governor Baillie called, was heard 
without heſitation or objection ? 
A. Upon what occaſion? 
Q. The day when you was there ? 
A. I never was there but one day; that day was 
looking over the linen; there was J, and one other 
Director there. 

Q. Whether you rccollect, whether you did not 
yourſelf interfere once to deſire, that Captain Bail- 
lie's evidence might be heard? 

A. I verily believe, if I ſaw any thing that 
thought was rather oppreſſive, I ſhould wolt cer- 
tainly mention it; and 1 rather apprehend I faid, let 
that be looked more into, or ſomething of that fort. 

Q. Do you recollect, whether Captain Allwright's 
evidence upon the charges concerning the linen was 
- objected to ? 

A. My memory don't ſerve me in that affair. 

. You will endeavour to recollect, whether you 
did Not yourſelf particularly delire, t that Captain All- 
wright's evidence might be heard ? 

A. I dare ſay I did; if I faw it right, and fit that 
his evidence ſhould be given over again, I dare ſay 
I did. 
| It was not to be given over again that I aſk, 
but whether you do not recollect that Captain All- 


| wright's evidence was refuſed to be heard concern- 


ing the linen, and that you interfered, and deſired 
that ic might be heard ? 
As. I dare fay I did; I do not recolle& any thing 


did. 


Q. I beg you will recolle&, whether chat fact is 
ſo; whether Captain Allwright' evidence was re- 
fuſed ? 

A. I can ſay no more to it; it is a great many 
months ago. 

Q. Whether it appeared to you, that Captain 
Baillie produced ſtrong evidence in ſupport of his 
charge concerning the linen, or not! 5 
A. Upon my word, the evidence differed ſo much 
that day, and gave their reaſons why the linen was 
ſhorter, that really did not know how to determine 
upon it. 

Q. Did it then appear to you, that it was doubt- 
ful, whether Captain Baillie had made out his charge 
or not? 

A. There were a parcel of people there; the wo- 
men that waſhed the linen contradicted one another 
in ſo extraordinary a manner, that I could — 
form a judgment. 

Q. Whether the reſult of that examination was, 
that your mind was left in doubt, whether che charge 
was proved or not? 

A. It was ſo. | 

Q. Do you then think it was right i in that Com- 
mittee to ſay that Captain Baillie had not made good 
his charge? 

A. I muſt anſwer, that in what J have ſaid before; 
the witneſſes were diametrically contrary to one an- 


other, that I really gave credit to neither of them. 


Q. I think you have ſaid, that your mind was 
left in doubt, whether the charge was — or 


not? 


A. I think that was the caſe? 5 
Q. Then, whether you thought the Committee 


ought to have reported that the charge was ground- 


leſs ? 

A. There was but one af us, I and: another Di- 
rector; 1 believe that the other Director might ra- 
ther think it ſtronger than 1 did; I do not know that 
he did. 

Q. Who was that other Director? 

A. It was Mr. Cuſt. 

Q. Do you recolle&, whether theie were any Mi- 
nutes taken of that day s proceeding ? 


A. Upon my word I do not recolle& whether 


there was or was not. 
Q. Can you ſay whether any Minutes were read 
to gs for your approbation? 
. | proteſt I cannot give an anſwer to it. 


Did you ever give your conſent, to ſay the 


charge of the linen was not founded? 
A. I do not recollect that ever I did; I believe I 


did not. 


Q. Did you obſerve any thing improper in the be- 
h-viour of Captain Baillie, or of Mr, Cowley, who 
aſſiſted him? | 

A. I did not. 

Q. Whether you at any time deſired that Mr. 


Cowley might be heard in anſwer to Mr. Morgan? 


A. 1 do not remember a word of any thing about 
IT, 

Q. Do you recolle& the Clerk of the Works, Mr. 
Mylae, attending there that day ? 

A. I am perſuaded he was not there that day. 

Q. Do you recolle& any perſon uſing any bad 
language towards the Lieutenant-Governor ? 

A. Upon my word I cannot ſay that I do; there 
was nothing improper that I heard, either on one fide 
or the other. 


Q. Do you not recolle& any body's calling the 


Lieutenant-Governor a blackguard ? 

A. I think I could not forget that; I don't remem- 
ber a ſingle word of it, upon my honour, 

Q. What was the day that you did attend ? 

A. Upon my word I do not recollect. 

Q. What was the reaſon you did not attend af- 
terwards ? 


A. I was after that chiefly in the country. 
M m „ Q. Had 


of it; but if it was a reaſonable thing, am (ure 1 
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Q.. Had you no other reaſon for not attending the 


Committee ? | TI 

A. lam a very old Director there, and latterly I 
have very ſeldom attended at all. | 
{elf for it; becauſe when we attend we are paid, and 
when we don't, we have nothing for it; and I don't 
believe I have attended above fix or feven times in 
the year, | Me | 

Was you perfectly ſatisfied with the method of 

conducting that enquiry ? | 

A. So far I was ſatisfied with itz becauſe Mr. 
| Baillie declared, that he had no manner of objection 


to any thing that the Directors had done, or to that 


effect. 1 5 

Q. beg you will explain that, for I do not quite 
underſtand it ? . 

A. When we had the firſt meeting there, it was 
left to the Directors to ſettle what complaints he had 
made; he then declared that he had nothing to ſay 
againſt the Directors; upon which I declared then, 
have nothing more to do with it; I will not trouble 
my head any more about it, nor I never did. 

Q. Did you attend there as a Director, to defend 
yourſelf againſt any charge, or as a member of the 
Committee appointed by the General Court to en- 
quire into the charges? | 

A. I never was but once & the Committee, when 
we looked over the linen, and another time, when 
the Lieutenant -· Governor made the charge. 

Q. What other time do you mean by that ? 

A. When we looked over the linen; it is very 


clear we were once at my Lord Sandwich's, and 
there his book was read; and, upon my word, when 


] came to hear the book, it was ſo extraordinary a 
book, that I thought it hardly deſerved almoſt a 
conſideration z I muſt carry it fo far as, that I pi- 
tied the poor man. | 


Q. Was that time that you attended at my Lord 


Sand wich's, previous or ſubſequent to the Commit-— 
tee's Meeting? 8 


A. The Committee that I went with; Mr. Cuſt 


was aſterwards; Mr Cuſt was my neighbour; he 
ſaid there was a Committee, and deſired me to go; 
I ſaid, I would go once with him, but did not know 
what to make of this affair, 5 

Q. I beg you will inform the Committee, whether 
you attended that Committee as à Director, or as a 
Member of the Committee? 

A. As a Director, I never looked upon myſelf to 
trouble my head about the Committee. 

Q. Whether you afterwards attended at the Ge- 
neral Court that was held at the Admiralty in Au- 
ouſt ? | | 

A. No. | 

Q. Whether you had any reaſon for not attend- 

A. None upon earth ; I certainly ſhould have 
attended if J had thought it imported any thing. 

Q. Are you apprized of what was done at that 
General Court? N 

A. Indeed I was not, T was out of town many 
months, and had heard nothing of it till I came to 
town. | | = 
Q. Do you recolle& now what was done at the 
General Court ? 1 

A. Upon my word I don't know any thing of it. 

Q. If you had attended at that General Court, did 
you tee reaſon enough by your attendance at the Com- 

mittee, to have voted for the ſuſpenſion or removal 
of Captain Baillie? | 

A. As I was not there, I cannot form a judgment 
of what ſhould have happened, as 1 did not hear 
what paſſed. 

Q. Did there appear ſufficient ground to you, 
from what you ſaw at the Committee, to think that 
Captain Baillie ought to have been removed? 
A. As I faid before, I pitied Captain Baillie ; I 
thought him-an improper man to have been there. 

Q. Whether there appeared any thing at that 
meeting of the Committee, at which you aſſiſted in 


can excuſe my- 
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Captain Baillie, that made him deſerving to be je: 
moved from his office ? = | | 
A. What paſſed there, I did not fee any thing, 
I cannot almoſt give an anſwer to that; the man ſeemed 
ſo extraordinary a man ; there were many things in 
the book which I believed at the time, I find are nor 
ſo particularly, which we had nothing at all to do 
with ; there are abundance of people that were there ; 
there was a proteſt, that there were a vaſt number of 
landmen; upon being better informed, I find there are 
a very few. DEN 

Q. Do you recolle& how many landmen there are; 

A. I have heard but very few; there are the two 
clergymen, which, in my humble opinion, ought to be 
ſeamen, and there are two or three more I have been 
informed; I had an opinion from Mr. Baillie and his 
friends, that there were a vaſt number there; I found 
it the contrary afterwards upon examination; when ! 
fay his friends, I mean the people that lived in friend- 
ſhip with him. OY | Fs 

Q. Do you recolle& that Captain Baillie in his 
book, has complained of there being more landmen 


than there really is? 


A. I cannot give an anſwer to that, I can give an 
anſwer ſo far, that I always did underſtand, that the 
great force was upon landmen, that were put in im- 


properly, which certainly is improper ; but when I 


came to be informed, I find there is not that 
tity of landmen put in that I expected. | 

Q. Was you defired to ſign the report of the Com- 
mitree ? | 1 | 

A. I ſhould think not; I was not there, and fo 1 
could not be defired to fign it. | . 

Q Do you recollect the examination of John Glaſs, 
and Boatſwain Gough? 

A. They were never examined 
recollect ET 

Q. Don't you recolle& Boatſwain Gough being 
turned out of the room ? | | 5 

A. Upon my word I do not. Was it at Green- 
wich? . c 

Q. It is of Greenwich T am enquiring, it would 
not be proper for me to ſay it was, I am aſking you 
the queſtion ? | | 

A. I do not recollect. 

Q. Do you recollect any warm words paſſing be- 
tween Mr. Morgan and Lieutenant Gordon? 

A. Indeed I do not; many of thoſe things hap- 
pened when I was not there, for I had been but at 
two or three meetings; I might have been there, but 


quan- 


before me as I can 


l do not recollect it, I very ſeldom attended. 


Q. Do you recollect any reaſon given by Captain 
Mapleſden why the linen was badly waſhed ? 
A. Indeed I do nov; in ſhort the greateſt part of that 
meeting was a ſquabble between the waſherwomen 
and both the parties; they contradicted one another 
in the ſtrongeſt terms that could poſſibly be. 

Q. Do you recollect any reaſon given by Captain 
Mapleſden, why the ſhoes were worn out by the men, 
particularly by their working on copperas grounds ? 

A. Upon my word I never heard one ſingle word 
of 'the ſhoes. | 

Q. You have ſaid, you was at one meeting at 
Lord Sandwich's, I beg you to recolle&, whether 
you are ſure it was at Lord Sandwich's Houſe, or 
whether it was at the Board at the Admiralty ? 

A. Inever was at the Board of Admiralty in my 
life; it was in a large room, my Lord Sandwich was 
there; if his Lordſhip will be ſo good as let us 
know where it was. 

(From the Earl of Sandwich.) 

Q. Was it not in the ſame place where I ſaw 
you, where the General Court always meets? 

A. I never was at the General Court in my life. 

Q Not at the General Court of the Governors of 


Greenwich Hoſpital ? 


A. I proteſt I cannot take upon me to ſay what 
room it was; I think it can be of no great conſequence 
what room we were in. | 


Q. I think you ſaid you pitied Captain Baillie ? 


„ TE-D 
A. I did. | : 


Q What occaſioned your having pity for Captaiti 
Baillie? | | * 


A. When I heard the book read, there were many 
things in it, that afterwards appeared to me not to 


be facts. by | 

Q. Whether you know of any caſe whatever, in 
which Captain Baillie miſbehaved as deputy Governor 
of Greenwich Hoſpital ? . 

A. I never heard any thing againſt that gentle- 
man's character in my whole life. 

Q. You have ſaid that there are in Captain Bail- 
lie's book ſome things, that afterwards appeared to 
you not to be fact; did they appear fo from infor- 
mation, or from your own knowledge? | 

A. It was ratehr, when I talked to other people 
who knew 1t ; it was their opinion and mine too, 
that there wete many things exaggerated, 

Q. It is a very ſrrious charge againſt Captain Bail- 
lie, that he had advanced things that were not fact; 
do you ſay from your own knowledge that it was ſo, 

or from converſation with other people? 

A. I believe it might be from converſation with 
other people. | 

Q. Whether there is any one fa& ſtated in his 
book, that you know not to be true? 

A. I cannot lay my finger upon any one fact, but 
there are many things that appear to me to be very 
much exaggerated. 


Sir Merrick Burrell withdrew. 
Captain ALLWRIGHT called in. 


Q Whether you know when the poſts and rails 
round the Hoſpital were taken down, of which the 
blind men complained ? | 

A. They were taken down ſince the prefent Clerk 
of the Works has been appointed. 

Q. How many years ago? | 

A. I believe it was within theſe three years; I can- 
not ſpeak poſitively as to the time. 4s 

Q. Was it before Captain Baillie's caſe was heard ? 

A. Yes. | 

Q. I beg you will ſay whether, ſince that time, 
they have been put up again ? | 

A. 1 know of none put up. | 

Q Are they put up to this day? 

A. I know of none. 

Q. Whether you know, in general, that Captain 
Baillic's conduct towards the penſioners has been me- 
ritorious or otherwiſe ? | 

A. I have always entertained the higheſt opinion 
of him, as Lieutenant-Governor of the Hoſpital, and 
as Captain of the Hoſpital before. 

Q. Has there been any merit in Captain Baillie, 
relative to the men's broth ? 

A. Certainly, 

Q. What was the ſtate of that? 

A, There was a great quantity made, more than 
| neceſſary, for the penſioners, from the penſioners 
meat, and the broth was frequently taken away; 
there was broth, as it appeared upon an enquiry at 


the Council, overplus, that was ſent to a man in ſom? 
part of the town; and many people fetched broth that 


had no right, that boiled no meat in the copper. 
. And was that remedied, owing to any pains 
Captain Baillie took about it? ' | 
A. Entirely; I have ſtated ſome complaints to 
Captain Baillie, that broth had been pillaged, and 
more than once. | 
Q. Have any attempts been made ſince that was 
* aboliſhed to renew that practice? | 
A. There have been ſome people fetched broth 
away that I have taken notice of; and, indeed, re- 
preſented it to Council, to delire that the Cook, and 
the people in the kitchen, might be enjoined to attend 
to the ordets of the Council. 


Q. Who wete theſe attempts by i | oY 
A. By a man particularly, that I ſaw a labourer in 


the Hoſpital, under the directions of the Clerk of 


the Works; 


Q. Have you any reaſon to think that it was with 


his privity or knowledge? 5 

A. I cannot anſwer that queſtion. | | 

Q Has Captain Baillie had any merit in the 
Hoſpital, with reſpect to the barber and the ſhaving 
of the men ? | | 

A. Without a doubt the barber uſed to ſhave the 
people but once a week; it was repreſented to the 
Council, that the penſioners could not go decently to 
chapel of a Sunday, if they were not ſhaved oftener 
than once a week ; the emoluments of the barber ap- 
peared to be very great; and it was thought by the 
Council“ neceſſary to ſhave them oftener ; the deputy 
barber did exact a halfpenny a man from the pens 
ſioners who ſhaved oftener; and, by a regulation 
that was made in the Council, adviſed by the Lieu- 
tenant-Governor, a regulation for their being ſhaved 


twice a week, and the barber made a greater allow- 


ance to his deputy on that account. 
Q. And are they now ſhaved twice a week gratis? 
A. If they go in the time of ſhaving, I believe, 
they pay nothing. 
Q. And is that alteration in ſhaving owing to Cap- 


tain Baillie's having ſtirred in the buſineſs ? 


A. I believe it is. 8 


Q. Has Captain Baillie any merit, in reſpect to 


having convicted the butcher's ſervant? | 

A. Yes; he was exceedingly active in that matter. 

Q. Has Captain Baillie always bchaved properly 
in the Hoſpital towards the men ? 

A. 1 think 10. © 

Q. Has he been ſober ? 

A. I think ſo, very much. 

Q. Diligent ?- 

A. Diligent, I think, undoubtedly, 

Q. Where did the fire begin in the Hoſpital ? 

A. Somewhere near the Taylor's loft, near a ſlack 
of chimnies, between that and the Duke of York, 
and King's Ward, ſomewhere that way, but the 
exact part I cannot take upon me to ſay. 

Q. Under whoſe care is the Taylor's ſhop ? 


A. I ſhould ſuppoſe it is under the direction of the 
civil people, the Steward, and thoſe people. 


Q. Was any Council of the Houſe called upon 
that occaſion, to enquire into the cauſe of that 
misfortune ? 

A. | know of none by the Council; a Magiſtrate 
was down; if there was any by the Council, I was 
not preſent. | | 


Q. Have you been in Greenwich Hoſpital the 


whole ume that Governor Baillie has been Lieutenant- 


Governor? 


A. Yes; the whole time he has been Lieutenant- 
Governor. . . | 

Q. Whether you know any one inſtance of Cap- 
tain Baillie's miſbehaviour, as Deputy Governor ? 

A. In my own opinion, I know of none; it may 
be matter of opinion; reſpecting the caſe of the 
Hoſpital, I ſay nothing to that; but, in any thing 


within my own knowledge, I ſay not. 


[ Captain Allwrigbt withdrew. 
Mr. EDWARD BOXLEY called in. 


Remainder of this Day's Interrogatories, by Earl 
| Ferrero. — 
Q. Pray what is your office in Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
A. I am Clerk to the Treaſurer of Greenwich 
Hoſpital. | 
Q. Pray who is Treaſurer ? 
A. Alexander Hood, E1q. 
Q. He is Captain of a man of war, I underſtand ? 
A. Captain of a man of war. 


The barber, by the eſtabliſhment, is allowed an halfpenny per man, per week, for ſhaving two thouſand two hundred pen- 
ſioners, amounting to above 238]. annum ; and beirg above doing any duty himſelf, his deputy extorted another halfpenny, 


Q. Is 


per week, from the penſioners, till 


aptain Baillie cauſed that cuſtom to be aboliſhed. 


is ' WY LH ® 


Q. Is he upon full, or half-pay ? 
A. I really do not know. 


Q. What emolument occurs to the Treaſurer of 


Greenwich Hoſpital ? | | 

A. The Treaſurer of Greenwica Hoſpital's emolu- 
ments are 200], a year. | | 
Q. What other emoluments has he beſides the 
200l. a year falary ? | 


A. Apartments in the Houſe, and allowance of 


ſundry neceſſaries; fuch as coals, candles, and other 
kinds of neceſſaries. ps x Ol 

Q. Then J apprehend you are appointed to do the 
buſineſs in this Hoſpital, as Clerk to Captain Hood? 
A. The Treaſurer, Captain Hood, has appointed 
me, by power of attorney, to receive and collect all 
the monies, and pay all the monies in virtue of his 
office, as Treaſurer of the Hoſpital —_ 

Q. What are you allowed for ſo doing? 

A. My falary, as Treaſurer's Clerk, is gol. per 
annum, and 1 have apartments allowed me in the 
Hoſpital to live 1n. | 

Q. Who is the Steward of Greenwich Hoſpital ? 

A. Mr. John Godby is Steward of the Hoſpital. 
And what money do you pay Mr. Godby, the 
Steward of the Hoſpital; by the year, or monthly ? 

A. I cannot recolle& the exact ſum that I pay 

him; there is a book made out, quarterly, of the 
falary for all the officers in the Hoſpital, and that 
book I make out at the Steward's office; it goes to 
the Clerk of the Cheque's office, there it is examined; 
from thence it is ſent to the Treaſurer, and he pays 
by that book quarterly. 

Q And that you pay to Mr Godby quarterly? | 

A. Mr. Godby's ſalary for himſelf and clerks I pay 
quarterly. 17 | | 
Q. How much is that? . 

A. I cannot ſay exactly the ſum, but it is an eſta- 
bliſhed ſalary for himllef and clerks. 

. What does the Derwentwater eſtate bring into 
Greenwich Hoſpital? 
A. I have brought ſome papers to refreſh my me- 
mory, I cannot antwer it without referring to them; 
if your Lordſhips will pleaſe to give me leave (refers 
to his papers). The remittances from the Derwent- 
water eſtate are made by bills that the Receivers 
ſend up to the Treaſurer, from time to time, upon 
account of theſe bills, when the monies are received 


for them are brought to an account and carried in 


the Trealurer's account under the head of the Der- 

—wentwater eſtate; the ſums received by the Trea- 
ſurer of Greenwich Hoſpital is the neat monies that 
is received, the Treaſurer knows nothing more of 
the Derwentwater eſtate than the neat ſums remitted 

to him and brought to account; the annual ſums re- 
ceived for ſeveral years paſt I have here, 

Q. What were they in the laſt year? 

A. In the year 1778 ending the 3 iſt of December, 
the Derwentwater eitate remitted to the Treaſurer of 

Greenwich Hoſpital 1 5,000. 

Q. ls that all? 

A. That year. | n 

Q. For the whole year the two half years rents of 
Lady- day and Michaelmas made 13, ocol. only? 

A. The remittances are from the 1it of January 
to the 3 iſt of December, during that time there are 
bills remitted to the Treaſurer of Greenwich Hoſpital 

to the amount of 15,0001, * | | 

Q. And no more ? 

A. Not in 1778. 

Are there no benefits from the lead mines on 
that eſtate? | | : 

A. The Treaſurer's office knows nothing of 
that. | 
Q. You have in your account, I ſuppoſe, an account 
of every thing that is brought into the account of 


ann 


Greenwich Hoſpital beſides that of the Derwentwates 
eſtate, have not you ? (CHORD TRE LF 

A. Of the ſums received. upon the different 
heads. 3 8 | 

QI ſhould be glad to know it upon the different 
heads ? | 5 | | 

A. There are a great number of heads. 

Q You need only mention the groſs ſums, and 
what they are particularly for ? 15 65 5 

A. The neat amount of caſh received by the Trea- 
ſurer of Greenwich Hoſpital for the year 1778, 
61124]. 6s. 3d-halfpenny. 

Q What is that the produce of belides that of 
the Derwent water eſtate ? | 

A. It is the produce of various heads of the reve. 
nues of the Hoſpital, the principal ones is money a- 
riſing from merchant ſeamen's ſixpences there are 


| ſums received on account of naval ſeamen's ſixpences 


on the Derwentwater eſtate ; there are ſums received 
the produce of the Northern and Southern Foreland 


lights; there is the intereſt of money in the Stocks; 


there was in the year 1778. for merchants ſeamen's 
ſixpences received 10989]. 178; 7d-halfpenny, upon 
account of naval ſeamen's ſixpences, 19000l. the Der- 
wentwater eſtate, 15000]. the produce of the North 
and South Foreland lights, 31031. 188. 3d. intereſt 


of money in the funds, 78281. 38. od. a Parliamen- 


tary grant, 4000]: officers half-pay that is received 
trom the Treaſurer of the Navy, appropriated to the 
uſe of Greenwich Hoſpital, - 5771. 16s. 3d. upon 
account of forfeited ſhares of prize money, 2931, 
155, 10d. ſundry rents of houſes belonging to ch& 
Hoſpital, of which the rents are collected, 1091, 
I 48; 6d. 5 

Q That is a ſmall ſum ? | pe 

A The Hoſpital have bought houſes and lands 
contiguous to it, in order to enlarge it, formerly, and 


they have appropriated ſome parts, but not the whole, 


and thoſe lands that have not been built upon for the 
ule of the Hoſpital remain in private houles and are 
let to tenants, ſome two or three odd houſes that 
are of ſmall value, the whole rent collected in 1778, 
amounted to 1091. 148. 6d. . | 

Q. Is that including what is in Greenwich and in 
London, becauſe I apprehend Greenwich Hoſpital 
has houſes in London as well as at Greenwich? 

A. It is thoſe in London and thoſe about Green- 
wich; there is one article more, a legacy left to the 
Hoſpital of 100l. which I received, that is the whole 
received by the Treaſurer in 1778. 

Q. Do you know what the Derwentwater eſtate 
brings in annually ? + 

A, I can acquaint your Lordſhips with the neat 
ſums received ; there are different ſums annually re- 
ceived, I have collected them from 1771 to 1777, 
and I have formed a medium tor thele ſeven years; 
in 1771, 20,0001. and the medium of the whole for 


theſe ſeven years, from 1771 to 1777, is 165281, 


I | 
Q. Then the Derwentwater eſtate, inſtead of being 
better ſince 1771, is infinitely worſe by this ac- 
countÞ? = | 

A. In the year 1771, 20,000]. 1772, 17,500l. 
1773, 21,500l. 1774, 14,500l. 1775, 21, oool. 
1776, 15,390l. 1777, 15,900l. 1778, 15,000. 
theſe are the neat ſums received by the Treaſurer in 
thoſe reſpective years. | | 

Q. What reaſon do you give for the Derwentwater 
eſtate falling ſo much lower in that year and in the 
year 1774? 
: A. It is not poſſible for me to give an anſwer to 
8 | | 

Q. There has been no new leaſes, can you give 
an account of any new leaſes ? | 


* There are large deductions for coals, &c. ſupplied to the Hoſpitzl. 


+ Lord Sandwich in his ſpeech, took great merit to himſelf; in the increaſe of the revenues of the Hoſpital, 


A. Tas 


| apprehend? 


n d Us R of L o R D 


A. The whole account of the Derwentwater eſtate 
is ſettled at certain periods, the receivers of the eſtate 
ſend up their accounts debtor and ereditor to the 
Board of Directors, Mr. Ibbetſon, the Secretary to the 
Board of Directors, has thoſe accounts; Mr. Maule; 


the Clerk of the Cheque, has likewiſe the counter- 


parts of thoſe accounts, and they are ſettled and 
audited by the Board of Directors, from time to time, 
but the Treaſurer knows nothing but the neat bills 
remitted from time to time by the agents _ 
Q. The receivers of theſe rents I underſtand are 
not in town, but I think you ſay Mr. Ibbetſon can 
give as full an account as any of them? poly Het 
A. The whole accounts of the receivers of the 
Derwentwater eſtate are ſent up among the other ac- 
counts; Mr. Ibbetſon I ſuppoſe has thoſe accounts, 
the Clerk of the Cheque, Mr. Maule, his office is to 
have counterparts of all the office buſineſs entirely, 
and for any further particulars reference muſt be had. 
to thoſe officers, % | | | 
Q: Is not there a Rectory upon the Derwentwater 
eſtate ? | DE OS 
A. I have been a very little time in Greenwich 
Hoſpital ; I may have heard there is ſuch a thing, 
but I am much unacquainted with the Derwentwater 
eſtate in every ſhape. | 5 | 


than what you have acquainted us of, do you, upon 
Conn TT Ree 5 | | 

A. Mr. Godby has the payment of a great num- 
ber of articles as Steward of the Hoſpital, for which 
he applies to the Board of Directors, from time to 
time, to have money impreſt to him, in order to carry 
on the current pay ments as Steward of the Hoſpital; 
the Treaſurer receives directions from the Board to 


let him have ſo much money from time to time, and 
he accounts every ſix or twelve months, whenever 


the Board call for it for thoſe ſums ſo impreſt. | 
Q. You have been in this office a twelvemonth I 

A. I have been in this office three years, 

Q. Give me the particulars from January, 1778, 


BY January, 1779, of what you paid Mr. Godby, 


with the dates ? 


A. It will be a work of conſiderable time to col- 
lect them from a book I have: | 


Q. If you can give us the ſums as you paid them 


in the groſs it will do as well? ; 

A. The amqunt of the houſhold accounts for the 
year 1778, I can inform your Lordſhips, which ac- 
counts he has the money impreſſed to him, and ſet- 
tles it from year to year. | 5 

Q. Inform the Committee of that then? 

A. The amount of the houſhold accounts for 1778 
is 50,5911. 78. 5d. | 

| ; [Mr. Edward Boxley withdrew. 


Mr. IBBETSON called in. 


Q. What has the Derwentwater eſtate brought in 3 


What the Lady -day rents, and what the Michaelmas 
rents have been? | OR RD! 

A. I am not prepared to anſwer that queſtion ; 1 
have heard the laſt evidence ſay that the accounts 
come to me; it is very true they do; but they are 
ſent by me to the Clerk of the Cheque z but the re- 
ceipts, on account of the Derwentwater eſtate, are 


very various; they differ much, annually , becauſe 


a great part of the revenue ariſing from the Der- 
wentwater eſtate, perhaps a third, or more, ariſes 
from the lead mines; they have a great quantity of 
lead on hands, ſometimes ; they don't ſell it for two 
or three years together; and that occaſions the differ- 
ence between the net receipt of the Hoſpital one year 
with another. | 

Q. Do you think the net revenue of the Derwent- 
water citate is leſs ſince 1778 than 1771? 

A. I do not know what the net receipts were; the 
rents have certainly encreaſed; the mines differ much ; 


one year may produce $oodl. another not half the 
money; mining is exceedingly uncertain. 
Q There js a valuable rectory upon this eſtate ? 


A. The reQory of Simonbourne, I preſunie, your 
Lordſhip alludes to ? | | 


Q What does that bring, annually, to the Rec- 
tor © 
A. I have heard a thouſand a year, or more. 
Q. Who is the preſent Rector? 

A. The Rev. Mr. Scott. 

Q. Was he ever at ſea? 
A. I never heard that he was. 


E © 


war, clergymen that might have that divided among 
them, that it might be of uſe to? | . 
A. There certainly are mary Chaplains in the 
navy ; and certainly a thouſand a year would bear a 
n | | | 
Q. Was not there à perpetual advowſon bought 
with ſome of Greenwich Hoſpital money? _ 


A. Greenwich Hoſpital was originally entitled to 


a third part of tythes, and a third part of the preſen- 
tation to the vicarage of ———-—; they have bought 
the other ſhares of tythes, and of the preſentation 
and the purchaſe made no great difference ; the other 


SE ON. 3 thirds of the preſentation, and of the tythes, was 
Q. You do not pay Mr. Godby any money more | 


thought an eligible thing for Greenwich Hoſpital to 


be poſſeſſed of; the living was not more than gol. 


or 60l. 4 year; and it was thought worth while to 
have a clergyman in that part of the country. | 
Q. Who has it? wa 

A. Mr. Lancaſter ; he has been preſented to it a 
great many years. | — 
Q. Has he been at ſea? 
A. I do not kn pp. 
Q. Where did he come from? 
A. I imagine he is of that country; a Cumber- 
land man. ” 25 I | 

Q. Then it is probable that he never was at ſea ? 


A. A Cumberland man might be at ſea as well as 


a mah of any other countty. | 
L Mr. Ibbetſon withdrew, 


Friday, May 14, 1779. 


| Rev, Dr. SHEPHERD called in by Lord Sandwich. 


Q. Whether you was ever applied to, by any body, 
to propoſe to Lord Sandwich an accommodation with 
Captain Baillie? | 

A. I was. | 

Q. By who was that ? 

A. It happened by the following accident. 

Q. By who was it? N | 

A. Mr. Murphy; it happened from the following 
accident; as Leſſer and Fellow of Chriſt's College, in 
Cambridge, I had a law ſuit tried at 
aſſizes laſt Summer, in which Mr. Murphy was one of 


my Counſel; coming to town, a little before the laſt 
Michaelmas Term, I called upon Mr. Murphy at his 


Chambers, to aſk his opinion, whether it would not 
be expedient to have a new trial ; having finiſhed the 
converſation upon this ſubje&t, Mr. Murphy pointed 
to ſeveral bundles of papers in his room, and faid, all 
thoſe concern a friend of your's; this he explained, 
by ſaying, they were the charges of Captain Baillie 
againſt Lord Sandwich and the Officers of Green- 
wich Hoſpital ; he ſaid it would be a very trouble- 
ſome affair, and he could wiſh to recommend it to his 
Lordſhip to make it up; he added, that Captain 
Baillie had commiſſioned him to ſay, that he would 
take an equivalent for his Office; had he any ac- 
quaintance with Lord Sandwich, he would have made 
this propoſal to his Lordſhip from the Captain; I 
know you have, I wiſh you would do it; I have made 


the ſame requeſt to Mr, Garrick, I heard all this, 


took my leave of him, but made no anſwer. 

Q. When, in that month, did this happen ? 

A. It was either in the laſt week of October, or 
the firſt of November ;* and on my return home I 


This was before the trial in the Court of King's Bench. 5 
Nn conſidered 


1 


Q. Are there not, frequently, on board of men of 


—— — — eee - 


— 


_ 


— Gre x 


— 


£ „ RPE 


TTT . * 
LEW n m * 2 2 
— - — - — ——— — —— e 


- 2 


—— 
2 


— 22 — 2 I - 
l = Ry "nt SS — - — i * * — — 
— * — — * 3 — — n. — may — ——— — - * = = — 
— — — 3 a, — — — — wa —8 * - 5 — * — 8 _ - 
F, 


ob Xe I 28 
—— —A2—2 —2E woes 
— — — 


— 


— 


— — — — > _ . a * 
r EE 3 — wy — K—„— rr — —-— 7 
* = 2 „ YE} + A ee > 26 >? ” — — A ES *O * * * >: er A SS Soo 

* 9 LON n © == + — * — 
8 r 22 


rr 
T 


. 
[  . 
44! 
4 
$* 1 
. 
1 1 ? L 
Fd 
: 3 
, 14 
1 
? HJ 
£48 
EL F 
7 
++ - 
SS 
$1 
. . 
* '; 
o 1 
. 
+ : 
2.” 
N 
+", 
N 
. 
. 7 
$i 
1 
#þ be 
| 
. 
1 
„ 
N 
. * 
. 
0 ? 
+8 - 
47 
+: 
4.770 
TK } 
1 
44 
4+ 
2: 
{ 
_— 
5] : 
wm. 
8 
+ [8 
8 
F 4 ; 
1 1 
1 
. i 
ff if 
i 
4:88 
4:8 
3 8 
. 
4, 
48 
. 
WE 
+4, 
1 
k * 
. 
17 
3 
1 
— 1 
: 1 
. 
. 
(| + 
1 
3 C 
; 4 
Ft 
3: ; 
9 1 
| 1 
. 
3. 
1-3 
RES | 
I +4 
4 * 
17 
9 4 
. 5 
£ $ * 
. 
9 
1 
I; 
I 1 
+3: Wh 
y 
1 3 
9 * A 
7 . t 
} 
4.8 
. 
[ k 
10 
; Pa 
ij B 
1 1 
1 
1 
2 
1 3 
bh 
: » 
j ; 
4 
i 
4 J 
y . 
ö 
4 zl "2 
« 4 
1 
1 + 
tf 
'F}, 
l 
i} 
{4} 
5 1 
«| 
1 
4 
pl 
1 
Tit 
x 


! 
{ 
b 
þ 
[ 
1 
f 


— ä . — S. 3 i — Rp ne” Sam. _ — — — * 77999 


E —— — nee 
- 


perſon who had accuſed bim publicly. 


138 N e 


conſidered of the matter, and determined not to men - 8 


tion it to my Lord; thinking it Was not for his Lord- 


ſhip's honour, to enter into A private treaty with a 


1 


[Rev. Dr. Shepherd withdrew: 
 LANCELOT BROWN, EI. called in. 


Q. Whether, at wy time, 


g's Bench; 
the conver- 


why. I ſee n 


me aſide to a 


7 


Q. I beg to know, whether you was one of Captain 


| Baillie's Counſel, in the Court of King's Bench? 


A. I was, 5 
Q. Was Mr. Murphy one of his Counſel? 
A. He was. * | 


LI 
C * 
* 


between him and Lord Sandwich? f 
A. I have already ſaid, that I was one of Captain 


Baillie's Counſel ;. I know nopung that has the moſt. 
 relat buſineſs before your Lordſhips, 
bur ſtrictly and merely in the character of Counſet to 


diſtant relation to the buſineſs be 


Captain Baillie, in che Court of King's Bench, before 


that buſineſs came on; in that ſituation I conceived, 
and I truſt your Lordſhips will be of the ſame opinion, 
that I ought not to be examined to any thing that 


paſſed between Captain Baillie and me, merely and 


timply ; 1 repeat the words again, becauſe they convey | 


my idea upon the ſubject, in the character of Client 
and Counſel. FR „ 

Earl of Sandwich. I have no deſire of examining 
you, unleſs Captain Baillie conſents that you ſhall be 


* 


examined; and therefore I deſire Captain Baillie may 


be called to the Bar. 
Captain BAILLIE, called in. 
Q. I defire Captain Baillie may be aſked, whether 


he conſents and defires, chat Mr. Bearcroft ſhould be 
examined, touching the propoſal of an accommodar 


tion with me; Mr, Bearcroft being his Counſel ? 


A. I do not b . conceive upon what points 


your Lordſhip ſpeaks to. | 
Karl of Sandwich. Upon the propoſal of an ac- 
commodation between you and me. 


A. Iwiſh Mr. Bearcroft may ſpeak to every thing 


in general that he was employed in by me, rela- 


tive to the whale tranſactions of Greenwich Hoſpi- 


tal; 1 have no ſecrets; 1 told your baer ee; 


and ſhall be very happy that he may be examine 
upon every point your Lordſhips think proper. 
Mr. BEARCROFT called to the Bar again. 


Q. Had you any authority from Captain Baillie 
to treat, in order to bring about an accommodation 
between him and me? 


Had you any authority, from Captain Baillie, 

p ie Was 4 " 5 #\ R 2 I 17 1. * x e o&; 

to treat, in order to bring about an accommodation. &, but 
| the fort would be hearkened to, and therefore I de- 


F . 0 a 


A. My Lords, 1 underſtand Captain Builiiz, ad 
I wiſh he would upderſtand that 1 do fo underſtand 
bim; that he has no manner of objection to my dif. 
cloſing any thing that 1 happened to know from him, 
1146. Sir? | | | : 


| | Captain Boillie, Yes. 


Mr. Bearcraft. I never had any dire authority 
from Captaio Baillie to propoſe any accommodation 


* 


yich my Lard Sandwich; bur I would give whar wil 


- 


e an anſwer. to the queſtion ; I preſume that is an 


account of e that relates to a propoſition of 

aptain Baillie, I was one of the Counſel for Cap. 
tain Baillie; after ſame converſation with him, ſeeing 
a ſtate of his caſe, and an acquaintance with the 
affidavits that he meant to produce, I was ſtruck 
with.» Kroog with ro ſerve. Captain Baillie, upon 
the conſideration of what was the beit way to ſerve 
him, it ſtruck me that an accommodation was the 
beſt way to ſerve him; I was determined to propoſe 
it, as far as it became me in the character of Council, 
to do it, and not to go a bit further out of that 
character 3 I told. Captain Baillie, therefore, that I 
was very ready in any way to ſound the Counſel on 


6 


the other, tc. if ſuch a thing was practicable; I 


1. accommodation in any 17 on the part of 


1 


therefore deſired to know of him if he. had any ob- 


5 Jedion to that being done; I will do Captain Beile 


complete juſtice; he ſeemed to me at firſt to be ex- 
tremely averſe to any thing of the kind; at laſt, I per- 
fectly recollect that he did authorize me to ſound at 
diſtance the Counſel on the o;her fide, whether any 
accommodation could be made of the buſineſs, and 
that before it came on in the Court of Ring s- Beucb; in 

conſequence of that authority, I did at a diſtance, and 
a very great one, ſound the Counſel on the other ſide, 
meaning r ſhould not be underſtood on the other 
ide, that I had any actual authority or deſire on the 
part of Captain Baillie, to make ſuch an application; 
L received ſuch an anſwer, that diſcouraged me from 
going any farther; the particulars of the anſwer I do 
not recollect, but it gave me an idea that nothing of 


ſilted z that I reported to Captain Baillie. _ 

Q. Do you recolle& whether Captain Baillie had 
any converſation with you and Mr. Murphy at your 
v4 EK upon the ſubject of your , negociating for 
A. Moſt certainly; at ſeveral different times. 

Q. Can you tel] whether Captain Baillie. conſulted 
moſt with you or Mr, Murphy upon this ſubject of 
negociating? | 


— 1 


A. I cannot ſay at all; it appeared to me that he 


conſulted us both equally. 


* Can you tell who ſettled Captain Baillie's affi- 
davits for the Court of King's-Bench, and prepared 
his brief for Counſe !? 5 

A. I believe, and am ſure, indeed, that Mr. Mur- 
phy ſettled the affidayits; I am fure it was ſo. 
Q. Do you think that Mr. Murphy was as much 


Captain Baillie's confidential Counſel as yourſclt ? | 


A. It is extremely difficult to meaſure the degrees 
of confidence in the ſituation of the feveral Counlel ; 
but I have no reaſon to obſerve, or upon recollec- 
tion to ſay, but that equal confidence was repoſed in 
either of us. 

Q. Did you, in conſequence of the authority given 
to you, or agreed between Captain Baillie and your- 
ſelt, attempt to bring about any kind of negociation * 

A. I certainly had authority, as I before meant, 
and I hope did declare to your Lordſhips, 10 found the 
Counlel on the other ſide, in the buſineſs in the Court- 
of King's-Bench, to try if there was any probability 
that ſuch a thing ſhould be carried forward. 

Q. Lord Saudwich. Did you ever hear, receive, 


or know of any propoſal made by me, or by any 


body employed by me, to negociate ? 

A, No, my Lord; certainly not. 

Q. Mr. Bearcroft has been aſked, whether he was 
preleat at any meetings with Mr. Murphy add Mr. 
Baillie where this bufincis was talked of? 

A. Several, 
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A. Several. I think: 5 
Q. Whether that was prior to the deciſion in the 
Court of King's- Bench, or ſubſequent? 
As. Prior, I believe; I am almoſt ſures. 
| {Edward Bearcroft, Eſq. withdrew). 


ARTHUR MURPHY, EG. called in. 


Q. Whether you had any authority to treat with 
Mr. Butler at the time of your converſation with 
him at Serle's Coffee-houſe ? : | 

A. I hope the noble Lord will pardon me, if be- 
fore I anſwer the queſtion, I beg leave to addreſs a 


few words, a very few to your Lordſhips; I am 


aware that I troubled your Lordſhips when I was 
here before with objections to being examined. I do 
not come now to demur to a ſingle queſtion ; but I 
muſt beg leave to ſay, that to the objections that I 
then had, I hope your Lordſhips will allow that I 

may add to the catalogue of my objections to m 
future government ſome additional ones, becauſe 
could not foreſee then every thing that happened; 
I could not foreſee, that after I had given my evi- 
dence, Captain Baillie ſtanding at my elbow, that 

three days afterwards he was ro be called to yout 
Bar, behind my back +, without notice to me to 
read a prepared; I don't know what to call it; 1 
don't wonder at Captain. Baillie's: ſtruggling; I don't 
wonder at his ſpeaking the language of diſappointed 
paſſions; but it would have been manly in Captain 
Baillie (for I have been uſed where a witneſs has been 
contradicted to ſee them confronted) it would have 
been manly then to have deſired it whilſt I was here; 
ſince that was not done, notice of the three days 
preparation might have been given to me as A 
gentleman at the Bar; and though I do not pretend 
to be of a ſize to have deſerved that from any Lord 
of Parliament; yet I do preſume to ſay that might 
have been a delicacy not unworthy of any Lord of 
Parliament, having ſaid that, I beg leave to ſay to 
your Lordſhips that I have in my hand an extract of 
all the paſſages in Captain Baillie's laſt evidence that 
relate to me; and I do beg that there may be refe- 
rence to the notes, that it may be ſeen whether [ 
have extracted them fairly myſelf, that I may com- 

ment upon them paragraph by parag ran. 
| ; [Arthur Murphy, Eſq. withdrew, 


Monday, May 17, 1779. 


ARTHUR MURPHY, Eg. called in again by Lord 
Sandwich; ſame objettions made by Lords onthe other 
Ade, but carried in the affirmative. * 


Q. Whether there was any injunction of ſecrecy 
laid on Captain Baillie reſpecting the negociation? 
A. There was in the ſtrongeſt terms that could be 
required. 5 | | 
Q. By whom? . . 
A. By me; and it was on the morning after I ſaw 
Lord Sandwich at the Admiralty, on a Tueſday, I 
appointed Mr. Butler, who was at the Admiralty at 
the ſame time; I was to be at my chambers the next 
day at eleven o'clock , I told him I ſhould let Capt. 
Baillie know it, that the meeting ſhould' be at that 
time, and in Mr. Butler's preſence, before I opened 
a ſingle ſyllable of the converſation I had with Lord 
Sandwich, J ſtipulated ſecrecy for myſelf, telling 
him I knew mention had been made in this houſe of 
an enquiry, and that let what would come of the 
negociation, I deſired never to become a witneſs or 
have my name mentioned about it, and endeavoured 
to impreſs upon his mind, as ſtrongly as 1 could, the 
nature of all negociations of that kind, that gentle- 
men wiſhed to have them private, and therefore he 
did promile ſecrecy aboſolutely reipecting me. 
Q. Was that with or without any condition? 


„%%% ͥͤ 


A. An abſolute general promiſe, and I did not at 
that time think him capable of any mental reſerva- 
tion whatever; if J had thought ſo, 1 ſhould not 
have entered at all into the buſineſs. 105 

Q. Did Lord Sandwich impole ſecrecy ? 

A. The only word out of his Lordſhip's mouth 
that could import any thing like it was what I men- 
tioned when I was here laſt, © I converſe with you 
* becauſe I believe, or know you to be a man of 
4 honour;” I underſtood them thus; I talk with 
you as a man of honour, and therefore rely upon 
your honour, that you will at all times do me juſtice 
relative to this converſation, | 


Q. Had Capt. Biillie any reaſon to believe that 


Lord' Sandwich required fecrecy ? 


A. Not a word of the kind dropt from me, and I 


ſhould have done Lord' Sandwich injuſtice if 1 had 
repreſented that ever his Lordſhip did require ſe- 


8 | 
Q. For whom then did you require ſecrecy? 


A. For myſelf alone, giving every reaſon that oc- 
cutred to me, telling how odious it would be to me 


at any time to be a witneſs. | 
Q. Do you know of any authority given by Capt: 
Baillie to Mr. Bearcroft to negociate for him? _ 
A. I was not preſent when that matter firſt paſſed 
between Capt. Baillie and Mr, Bearcroft ; the firſt 1 
heard of -that which was from Mr. Bearcroft, before 
I heard of that Capt. Baillie and I had converſation 


upon that ſubject; Mr, Bearcroft told me Capt. 


Baillie was willing to negociate and compromiſe the 
matter if it could be done; I told him T always found 
him fo diſpoſed, he ſaid he found ſome diſiculty with 
him. I faid I found none, for upon that ſubje& he 
always ſeemed” conſiſlent; I was then drawing out the 
affidavits from him. J faid I always found him con- 
ſiſtent with what he had ſworn to; the purport of the 
affidavits was, that he was always willing to reſign 
upon a compenfation; I always underſtood him to 


be willing to quit the hoſpital, if that could be done 


for him. From the firſt time 1 ſaw Capt. Baillie, I 
ſtill was employed in drawing his affidavits, a thing 
I never did for any man in my life before. I ſaid I 
ſhould like to go to Mr. Bearcroft's chambers to tell 
him the plan upon which I was going to draw up 
thoſe affidavits ; he went with me, after a little con- 
verſation upon the ſubje& of the affidavits; we then 
talked of negociating; it was the cleareſt the fulleſt 


conſent to both of us to bring about a negociation if 


we could. Mr. Bearcroft then, in Capt. Baillie's pre- 
ſence, propoſed how he ſhould do it; he ſaid we will 
talk to the Solicttor-General z if he will encourage us 
to treat with him, we will go up into his chambers, 
ſhew him our briefs, we will ſhew him how the rule 


in the King's Bench muſt be diſcharged, and give | 
rter:. 


him every reaſon why it is better to end the m 
in this manner, and do it if we can; nothing more 


paſſed in the preſence of Mr. Bearcroft. my 
Q. Did Mr. Bearcroft and you talk with the So- 


licitor- General on that ſubject of negociacion ? 


A. I believe Mr. Bearcroft did, for he told me ſo; 
I myſelf did, but had not ſufficient encouragement 
from the Solicitor-General to go very far, I made 
all the approaches to it that I could, and as I ſaid 
before, he gave thoſe half expreſſed anſwers that I 
collected from him; he had no authority I believe 
when I firſt ſpoke to him, that he had not his brief; 
he ſignified, that if there was any ſuch intention, he 
ſnould hear of i. . 
Q. Did you mention it to Capt. Baillie? 
A. Yes, I did, and that I ſhould certainly try it 
in another way. I had ſeen Mr. Garrick. 
Q. Did you try it any other way? | a. 
A. I had occaſion to ſee Mr. Garrick, which I did 
in the latter end of October, and underftanding that 


Mr. Garrick was living in ſociety with Lord Sand- 
wich, 1 took occaſion to mention it to him. 1 never 


* It is no wonder Captain Baillie ſhould have conſented to a negociation at the deſire of his Counſel, when he was ready to be 


everwhelmed with ſix proſecutions ; but it is 
of a crouded Court. 


very unlikely he ſhould propoſe one when all the rules were diſcharged, to the general joy 


+ Mr. Murphy muſt know that no witneſs dare reply, without being called upon fo to do. 


ſaw 
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ſaw Mr. Gartick afterwards, ſo I did the ſame. to Dr. 
Shepherd. Capt. Baillie was in my chambers at the 
ſame time; I remember as ſoon as Dr. Shepherd was 
gone, I told Capt. Baillie that I believed that was a 
nail that would drive; I told him of Mr. Brown 
alſo. I told him conſtantly what expectations or 
hopes I had. I told him all I did; he never retracted 
the authority he had given; he never countermanded 
themz on the contrary, he always ſeemed pleaſed 
with every effort I told him of *. | 

Q. When was you retained by Capt. Baillie ? 

A. I think in the month of March was twelve 
months. I was on the circuit, when he applied to 
me; 1 went into the Coffre-houſe, when I came to 
town, before I went to my chambers ; they. ſaid a 
Capt. Baillie wanted me; he aſked them if there was 
any attorney I particularly uſed ; they happened to 
know that Mr. Shepherd, in Boſwell Court, had been 
employed on my recommendation; he went to him, 
and he came with a retainer to me; then I ſaw Capt. 
Baillie and his pamphlet for the firſt time. I gave 
him my opinion about his pamphlet. I ſaid I ſhould 


be glad to fee him the next Sunday ; from that mo- 


ment | believe I was Capt. Baillie's confidential ad- 
viſer throughout; I was the paring that adviſed him 
to retain Mr. Bearcroft; he {aid Mr. Dunning and 
other gentlemen of great eminence, he had been at 
their ke they were retained; I ſaid I could not 
Rand alone; there goes by a gentleman, a King's 

Counſel of great abilities, retain him, that was Mr. 
Bearcroft +. I did every thing when his enquiry 
was depending, if he delivered a letter to the Di- 


retors—who wrote it for him ?—-I,—If a letter to 


the Admiralty, who wrote it for him ?—-I.—When 
his affidavits were to be wrote, there were 200 ſhcets, 
who was to draw that? I ſaid I would. 

Q. Did Capt. Baillie ever deſire you to make theſe 
applications? 2 8 5 5 

A. I do not know that he defired me to make 
them; I have not ſaid that, I think when 1 was here 
laſt, I ſaid as my recolle#ion is, he did not imme- 
diately deſire me, but he knew of them and approved 
of them, and ſo I ſtated in a letter I had the honour 
to write to his Grace the Duke of Richmond. 
Q. What was the date of that letter? 

A. The ſixth of April. | 

Q. Had Capt. Baillie any reaſon from you to ſup- 
poſe that Mr. Butler's direction came immediately 
and directly from Lord Sandwich? | 
A, If Capt. Baillie means by the meſſage or an- 
ſwer I had from Lord Sandwich, by Mr. Butler, I 
did myſelf underſtand it came directly from Lord 
Sandwich, and I told him ſo— It Capt. Baillie be- 
lieves that I had on the Monday, or any other day 
during my life, any meſſage from Lord Sandwich, he 
had not the ſmalleſt reaſon for it; for I never received 
any meſſage from Lord Sandwich during my whole 
life, except as I ſaid before, that I had an invitation 
on the circuit to ſup at Hinchinbroke, ; 


Q. Did Capt. Baillie ever tell you that he Lond: 


it rumoured in the Hoſpital, that it was intended to 
remove him by giving him an equivalent ? 

A, Capt. Baillie told me he had heard in the Hoſ- 
pital, that the Directors had preſented a new Memo- 
rial to the Admiralty, requeſting that Capt. Baillie 
ſhould be removed from the Hoſpital, with an equi- 
valent proviſion; I ſaid if that is done, that will be 
like men of honour, that will be an end to this whole 


matter, and very fair for you.—The next time he 


{aw me, he ſaid there was no ſuch thing; I ſaid I had 
reaſon to believe it was miſ-nformation, for I under- 


ſtood from vir. Brown to the contrary, that there 


was an intention to diſmiſs him. 


YO Vs © 


ſecret J. 5 


n 


Q. Was the meeting between you and Mr. Butter 
at the Coffer-houſe in Lincoln's Inn accidental, or 
otherwiſe ? | Vs 8 


A I ſaid before it was from Mr. Thrale's I came, 


that is hardly worth correcting, I believe it was from 


another part of the country that I came ] came by 
chance that morning into the Coffee-houſe; I ſaw Mr. 
Butler; it was purely accidental on my part; Mr. 


jane has ſince often aſked: me, whether Mr. Butler 


ight not put himſelf in my way on purpoſe, that I 
on my part, | | 

Q. Who began the converſation upon thar 
ſubject? | | | 

A. Whether Mr. Butler came there accjdentally 
or not, I cannot ſay, but in the way the converſation 
was between us, I was the firſt mover of it. 
Q. Did Capt. Baillie himſelf negociate with Mr. 
Butler? %%% ͤ;ĩ§»ðͤ ror 1 e 

A. Yes, he did but not at that time; I believe 


have ſaid 1 could not poſſibly ſay; it was accidental 


he was not ſo much as acquainted with Mr. Butler 


till I, on the Wedneſday morning following, intro- 
duced him 61 3 * 
Q. Did you, on the Wedneſday, ſay any thing to 
Capt. Baillie of the meeting between you and Mr. 
Butler on the Friday? ee ee 
A. When we met on the Wedneſday morning, I 
introduced Mr. Butler to him; Sir, this is the gen- 
tleman to whom you are obliged for carrying my 
meſſage to Lord Sandwich; then I told him all that 
had paſſed relative to that matter over in Mr. Butler's 
preſence, telling Captain Baillie, that my reaſon for 
taking all that up ſo early was, that Mr. Butler being 
preſent, might correct any miſtake, = 5 


CHARLES. BUTLER, Eſq. called in again by 
[YRS e Lord Sandwich, © | 


Q. Lord Sandwich. Mr. Murphy conſidered you, 
I believe, as my Counſel ? | e 
A. Hedi d. Te | 
Q. In that capacity, had you any particular di- 

rections from me to make that negotiation ſecret? 

A. I had not the ſlighteſt directions from Lord 
Sandwich, at any time, to make the negociation 

Q. Did you deſire Captain Baillie to make it a 
ſecret? ? | 

A. I certainly did, at both the meetings which I 
had with Captain Baillie at Mr, Murphy's chambers, 
At the firſt meeting, the firſt thing that was ſaid, 
was a deſire that an agreement on all parties, that 
whatever turn the. buſineſs might take, that it was 
to remain an entire ſecret, I had not any particular 
directions from Lord Sandwich to make that agree- 
ment, but I thought it was my duty to do ſo, and I 
believe it was. {3 16 T7 

Q. Did Mr. Murphy, at the firſt meeting at his 
chambers, inform Capt. Baillie of what had paſſed at 
Serle's Coffee-houſe ? | 

A. The firſt thing that Mr. Murphy ſaid at 
his chambers, after mentioning, that whatever 
event the buſineſs might have, it was to be kept a 
ſecret; was to inform Captain Baillie of every thing 
that had paſſed at Serle's Coffee-houſe, and applying 
to me to ſay, whether it was accurately told or nor. 

Q. Do you think it was poſſible for him to ſup- 

poſe, that the firſt time you came to Mr. Murphy's 
chambers, was the firſt time you had ever ſpoke to 
him of the buſineſs ? 

A. It was utterly impoſſible, in my apprehenſion. 

Q. Whether you have ever ſaid that Captain Baillie 
was a man of an ungovernable. intemperate mind, 


It is very extraordinary that =, or Baillie, who, by Mr. Bearcroft's evidence, was ſo unwilling to treat even before the 
trial, when fine and impriſonment ſtared him the face, that he ſhould be ſo eager afterwards to catch at every ſtraw. ans 
I Mr. Bearcroft was abſolutely retained from a particular friendſhip, in a part of Captain Baillie's family connections with Mr. 
Bearcroft's brother and ſon, and Mr. Bearcroft has proved himfelf an honourable man. | 


1 Then why ſhould one party be bound to ſecrecy, and not the other, 


that 
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that he had made himſelf odious to every rank of 
men in Greenwich Hoſpital ? | 8 

A. I never uſed thoſe expreſſions, either in this 
houſe, or out of this houſe being deſired, and 1 
may ſay, compelled to repeat what had paſſed between 
Lord Sandwich and mylelf, 1 thought I was bound 
by my oath to repreſent what Lord Sandwich had 


ſaid his Lordſhip faid Captain Baillie was a man of 


an ungovernable mind, and had made himſelf odious 
to all ranks of men in the Hoſpital.— It would have 


been exceedingly indecent, I apprehend, for myſelf 


to have ſaid ſo, I only repreſented it as what 1 heard 
another perfon ſay, | CR ge 
Q. Was not the Reverend Mr. Cooke preſent at 
the meeting you had with Lord Sandwich? | 
JW e | 
Q. Was Mr. Cooke ever told that what paſſed 
at that meeting was to be kept a ſecret, to your 
knowledge ? | ae | 
A. I believe he was. I know I conſidered myſelf 
concerned in a very nice buſineſs, and therefore it 
was my conftant language to all parties not to men- 
tion it; I therefore believe it was mentioned to Mr. 
Cooke, but at this moment of time, I cannot im- 
mediately recollect that it was, but I believe it was. 
Q. You conſidered the buſineſs of fo delicate a 
nature, that it ought to be a ſecret, —Do I appre- 
hend you might? 1 De ; 
Ae. | . 
Qi. Then be ſo good as to explain why nothing was 
ſaid to Mr. Cooke that you know of, to tell him he 
was to keep it a ſecret? Rs 
A. I endeavoured to tell your Lordſhips, and 
perhaps I was unfortunate in my manner, I believe 
it was mentioned to Mr. Cooke, but I do'nt kncw 
that it was; I conſidered that every perſon that was 
concerned in the buſineſs at all, wherher he had an 
obligation of ſecrecy immediately impoſed upon him 
or not, he was equally bound to keep the matter 
fecret, becauſe an affair of that kind cannot be men- 
tioned in the world, without each ſide miſrepreſent- 
ing it ſome how; that miſrepreſentation, I was cau- 
tious of, and therefore I, all along, recommended, 
as I think it was my duty to do, ſecrecy on all 
hands. Fr mon nn re, 
Q. By whom was that mentioned to Mr. Cooke? 
oo 1085 by myſelf; 1 am certain it was not 
mentioned to Mr. Cooke while my Lord Sandwich 
was preſent. Lord Sandwich retired into another 
room from that which the converſation was carried 
on in; after that Mr. Murphy and myſelf ralked fome 
little time, and a very ſhort time, with Mr. Cooke 
I do not recolle& that it was mentioned there that 
he was to keep it ſecret; but as I have ſeen -Mr. 
Cooke frequeatly fince, and as I was anxious that 
the matter ſhould be a ſecret, I think it exceed- 
ing probable, though my memory does not furniſh 
me with any preciſe recollection, that I did enjoin 
ſecrecy, but 1 am ſure, in Lord Sandwich's room, in his 
Lordſhip's preſence, no ſecrecy was enjoined to him. 
Q. Whether it was or not mentioned to Mr. Cooke, 
do you know whether he ever did divulge it? 
A. Perhaps I may ſay a thing ſingular ; but if I 
had known that Mr. Cooke had mentioned it, I 
ſhould ſay that that was matter of opinion ; but as 
I have not the ſlighteſt idea that Mr. Cooke ever 
mentioned it to any one perſon, I can only anſwer, 
that to the beſt of my knowledge and information, 


he did not; he may have done it, but 1 never aſked _ 


him about it, i 
Qi. Have you any knowledge or particular reaſon 
to believe that Captain Baillie was the firſt perſon 
that ever did mention it: 8 
A. 1 have a ſuſpicion that he did mention it, but 
it is exccedingly flight. | | | 
by Not enough to ſpeak to as a matter of know- 
edge? ; | 
. I am fo far certain in my own mind, that I 
belicve it, but 1 have not that information which I 
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could produce to this houſe, or any company, that 
he had done it. ve 

Q. Can you recollect how many people were in 
this ſecret? ä 


A. I can only anſwer to one perſon.— That no one 
perſon ever heard it from me. | 


Q. How many were acquainted with the ſecret ? 


A. Lord Sandwich, Mr. Murphy, Mr, Baillie; 


Mr. Baillie's brother, and myſelf. 


Q. And Mr, Cooke? 
A. Yes, and Mr. Cooke. 
Mr. Butler withdrew, 


The Reverend Mr. COOKE called in. 


Q. Whether you at any time uſed any expreſſion 
of intimidation to Mr. Lefevre, ſuch as ſaying, that 
thoſe perſons would be marked by Lord Sandwich, 
who ſhewed themſelves attached to Captain Baillie ? 

A. I never did circulate any reports, upon my Lord 
Sandwich's authority, about Greenwich Hoſpital, nor 
did I circulate ſuch a report as is attributed to me, 
nor did I aſſume any authority from any body to do it. 


Q. The queſtion is, whether you did ever ſay ſuch 


a thing to Mr. Lefevre? : | 
har T never did fay any ſuch thing to Mr. Le- 
. of 95 


Q: Then I aſk you upon your oath, whether there 


ever did come out of Lord Sandwich's mouth to you, 


any authority, or any words that led that way, that 


Lord Sandwich would mark perſons who ſided with 


Captain Baillie ? | 

A. Never. _ 
Q. You had no ſuch authority from Lord Sand- 

a 5 | 
A; Never, ' 


Q. Did you ever make uſe of any ſuch word? 

A. I never did make uſe of any ſuch expreſſions 
from Lord Sandwich, or any perſon whatever. 

Q. Did you ever make uſe of any ſuch words to 
any perſon whatever ? S e 
A. I never did to any perſon whatever. 

Q. I beg Mr. Cooke to anſwer whether he had 
ever any converſation with Mr. Lefevre at all ? 
A. T have had converſations. with Mr. Lefevre, 
and as it is a thing of very great conſequence to me 
what he has advanced at the bar of this houſe, I have 
taken ſome pains to recolle&, though 1 cannot poſ- 
ſibly be accurate to every part of the converſation. — 


The firſt converſation was at the diſtance of near three 
years ; the ſecond converſation is more than a twelve- . 


month; the latter is of a later date; I have therefore 
taken a great deal of pains to recollect the converſation 
that has paſſed between Mr. Lefevre and myſelf at 


various times; and particularly at thoſe times which _ 


he has mentioned; I have committed thoſe to paper; 
if your Lordſhips pleaſe to hear them, if not, I am 
ready ro anſwer any queſtion the Committee may be 
pleaſed to put to me. OR | | 

Q. If any queſtions I aſk you are ſuch as you 
do not chuſe to anſwer, be ſo kind as to ſay fo, and 
1 ſhall not preſs them. Do you recolle& the dates 
of thoſe converſations which you have had with Mr. 
Lefevre the younger, concerning [the affairs of 
Greenwich Hoſpital? | 
A. I have had ſome converſations with Mr. Le- 
fevre relative to the affairs of Greenwich Hoſpital, 

Q. Recollect at what time? OY 

A. I think in the month of June, 1777. 

Q. Do you recollect any other? 8 

A. And I recolle& having a converſation with him 
at the time he mentions, ſome time about April, when 
he ſays I went to his father's. 
Q. In what year? _ 

A. April, 1778, and, I think, June, 1977; I have 
had various converſations with him at various times. 
Q. At what places were thoſe converſations held. 

A. The firſt converſation was, I think, on my 
journey into Suffolk; I am Vicar of a ſmall living 
Oo | in 
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in Suffolk, we were upon the utmoſt intimacy at that | 


time; I aſked him to accompany me thither, he con- 
jtented to it; accordingly we ſet out, and on our 
Journey, among other things, we , talked of 


Greenwich Hoſpital, and we talked of Mr, Baillie, 


and of Mr. Baillie's conduct; I had thought well 


of Mr. Baillie; I had reaſon to think otherwiſe 


of him at that time; I mentioned to him, that I 


thought his conduct in the Hoſpital was ſuch as was 
very unaccountable, and 1 ſhould not at all wonder 
if he was taken notice of for it; Mr. Lefebvre at 


that time joined with me; he was at that time more 
intimate with me than he was with Captain Baillie; 
I told him, I thought his conduct very improper in 
the Hoſpital ; he thought ſo too; he acquieſced with 
me; and at that time, why I held out Captain Baillie's 
behaviour to Mr. Lefevre, was, that I thought 
not only that he had behaved improperly with re- 
ſpect to his conduct at the Board of Directors, and 


at the Council, but I thought he had behaved im- 
properly in not conſidering thoſe who had appointed 
him there, and I held Capt. Baillie out to Mr. Le- 


febvre as an example of ingratitude, that he ſhould 


avoid, —When we got to my living, we went upon 


a viſit to my brother at Levenham, where it has been 
ſaid, I received an extraordinary letter from the 
Steward at the Hoſpital.— I did receive a letter from 
the Steward, Mr, Godby, who wrote me a letter re- 
ſpecting the caſe of the butcher; it is ſaid there was 


extraordinary expreſſions of exultation and triumph 


in favour of the butcher in that letter. I remember 
no ſuch expreſſions as Mr. Lefevre has made uſe of. 
I read this letter to my brother, who was then pre- 
ſent, and Mr. Lefevre; I believe no body elſe was 


_ preſent, it did not remain upon my mind; I tore the 


letter, or burnt 1t—I threw it away, 1 thought no 
more of it; it was a matter of no conſideration at all 
After this, in our journey home, we again 
talked of the affairs of Greenwich Hoſpital, much to 


the ſame purpoſe I have mentioned now, but after I 


- Maſter and Commander, he wculd get me 


got home between that time and the Dec. 1777, Mr. 
Lefevre, as he always uſed to do, he uſed to conſult 
me about his affairs, and about his promotion, and 
I muſt tell your Lordſhips I was even inſtrumental 
in his being made a Lieutenant; he conſulted me 
upon that. I ſaid Mr, Lefebvre, 1 think the only 
way you have to get promoted is to go to ſea; you 
have never beem at ſea ſince you was made a Lieute- 
nant. He renewed then to me an offer that he had 
made at my brother's, that if I would get him made 

reſented 
to a conſiderable living in the gift of a Mr. e ; 
that was his converſation with me; I told him I was 
much obliged to him for his kindneſs to me, and in- 


deed I did not wonder at hearing him talk of offer- 


ing me a favour, which I did not think a favour of 
that magnitude; I told him my only advice to him 
was to go to the Admiralty, to go to Lord Sand- 


wich, he had promoted him before, and if he offered 


his ſervices, he would remember him.—He went to 
the Admiralty, he ſaid he was well received; I found 
afterwards that he had been ſo, for the next thing 1 
heard was he was employed, and ſent on board the 
America, fitting out at Deptford after this, in April 


1778, Mr. Letcvre ſays I went to his father's. 


DO. My queſtions are not relative to Mr. Lefevre's 
preferment, but relative to the affairs of Greenwich 
Hoſpital.— What paſſed at the firſt converſation re- 


| lative to the affairs of Greenwich Hoſpital and 


Capt. Baillie? 

A. In April 1778, Mr. Lefevre has ſaid at this 
bar, that I went to his houſe, where I threatened him 
and his father; the fact is, I did not go to his houſe, 
he farſt came to my houſe with his father, I was not 
at home, he left a meſſage deſiring I would call upon 
him as ſoon as I returned; 1 went home very ſoon 
after, and being told the meſſage, I did call upon 
him immediately. | | 

Q. At what time was this ? 

A. In April, 1778, I think, 


that were for the good of the Hoſpital, as 
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Q. I firſt deſire to know the converſation in 


777 1 | 
A, ReſpeCting that, I mentioned that we had a 


F 


'converſation relative to the affairs of Greenwich Hoſ- 


pital ; I told Mr. Lefevre I thought Capt. Baillie 
acted improperly in the affairs of the Hoſpital, and 
I really thought his behaviour would be taken no- 
tice of That was all that paſſed between us at that 
time. ofa | 

Q. What did you mean by ſaying you thought it 
would be taken notice of? | | 

A. I really thought the Board of Directors would 
complain of him; that was my opinion, and it was 
not only my opinion, but I mentioned it to the Go- 
vernor. „ 

Q. What was your idea that they were to com- 
plain of ? 

A. That he was thwarting every thing that could 
be done, he thought nobody's opinion a good opinion 
but his own. | | | | 

Q Did you imagine that a matter for the Di. 
rectors to complain of? | ä | 

A. There were a great number of propoſitions to 
the Board that the majority thought proper of, and 
I thought if he oppoſed them, he was not a friend 
to the Hoſpital. 5 5 e | 

Q. Was not it poſſible that Captain Baillie might 
have an opinion of his own ? | 

A Certainly. 

Q. And was that, in your opinion, a crime to be 


taken notice of in the Board of Directors? 


A. I don't ſay a crime; it was a kind of perſever- 
ing behaviour, that became uncomfortable and diſ- 
agreeable to every perſon that ſat there ? | | 

Q: Did you think that the Directors would com- 
plain of Captain Baillie, for making them uncom- 
fortable and diſagreeable, for purſuing his own opi- 
nion ? | 

A. Not for purſuing his own opinion ; but that he 
wanted to counteract the proceedings of the Board, 
it was my 
opinion, and ſeveral others at the time. . 

Q. Did the Court of Directors ever take up the 
conduct of Captain Baillie, in which it was evident 


that the opinion he ſupported, was, in his own opi- 


nion, contrary to the good of the Hoſpital? 
A. I do not know what Captain Baillie might 


think in his own opinion; my opinion was, I thought 


ſo. 8 
Q. Was there ever any offence in Captain Baillie 
that the Court of Directors could take notice of, ex- 
cept differing in opinion from you and the reſt of the 
gentlemen there ? EN 5 
A. I think there were there a great number of things 


occurred. 


Among the great number of things try to re- 


collect one. 


A. I do not particularly recollect any. | 
Q. So then, you think, the Directors intended to 
take notice of Captain Baillie's conduct; but you 
have totally forgot what they intended to take notice 
of? | | 
A. The impropriety of his behaviour, and lead- 
ing us a very diſagreeable life with him at the Board, 


1 thought very ſufficient. 


Can you mention any inſtance of Captain 
Baillie, at that time, having done any thing that was 
contrary to his duty as Lieutenant-Governor ? 

A. 1 have thought ſo; I cannot particularly re- 
collect, at this time, any particular circumſtances ; L 
don't think that his behaviour was that that tended to 


the good of the Hoſpital; that was my opinion. 


Q. But can you mention any inſtances of that be- 
haviour, ſuch as deſerved to be taken notice of by 
the Court of Directors? 5 

A. There were complaints came before the Board 
of Directors, relative to Captain Baillic's improper 
behaviour, which I approved of. | 

Q. At that time? 

A. I don't ſay at that particular time. 


Q. But 
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Q. But I am aſking you to the month of January, 
1777. 3 ID 
A. I don't pretend to ſay at that time: ; 
Q. Had Caprain Baillie taken any ſteps to create 
diſturbances in the Hoſpital? 5 
A. I cannot directly anſwer that queſtion; he had 


diiſturbed me very much, and diſturbed a great num- 
ber of others. 


Q. In what way? Had he ever been drunk in the 


Hoſpital ? | | | 

A. Not that I know of. I ſhould think not: 

Q. Was he ever riotous there? | 

A. Not that J know of. | 

Q. Did he ever beat any penſioner ? 

A. Not that I ever knew or heard of. 

Q. Did he ever beat any of the Officers? 

A. Not that I ever heard of. 

Q. In what way did he diſturb you? 8 

A. He was a very unpleaſant, a very diſagreeable, 
and obnoxious man to mie. 2 75 

Q. But I want to know one inſtance in which he has 
ever acted contrary to the good of the Hoſpital, or 

attempted to make a diſturbance ? 

A. I never made Minutes of what paſſed at the 
Board ; I am only mentioning that he is a very di/- 
agreeable perſon to act with. = 

Q. Did you underſtand any other notice would be 
taken of him? You ſay you told Mr. Lefevre his 
conduct would be taken notice of? | 
A. I ſaid I ſhould not wonder, if his behaviour 
continued in that way, if it ſhould be taken notice 
of; or that it might be taken notice of. 

Q. And did you mention nothing of his being 
taken notice of by Lord Sandwich? 


A. Not a word. How was it poſſible, I could 


mention a thing of that kind ? The book was not 
publiſhed till March, 1778, following ; and this was 
a charge in his book. NT ets 

Q. That is the very reaſon why IT ſuppoſed the 
converſation muſt paſs before the book was pub- 

A. There was no other converſation than I men- 
_ tioned I ſaid, 1 thought his behaviour very impro- 
per; that it was impoſſible to a& with him at the 
Board, or any where elſe, almoſt ; and I ſhould not 
wonder if it ſhould be taken notice of. 

Q. You will now go to the other converſation, 
when you ſaw Mr: Letevre with his father. 

A. Mr. Lefevre mentions that I went to his fa- 
ther's ; I did not go to his father's without being 
aſked to go; I then went to Mr. Lefevre's houſe ; 1 
aſked Mr. Lefevre what he had to ſay to me ; he be- 


gan with ſaying he was very ſorry that Mr. Baillie had 


put forth his book; I anſwered, I was ſorry for it 
too; he ſaid he was under ſome fears or apprehen- 


ſiobs that it would be thought he had taken a part 


with Captain Baillie. | 

Q. Who was this; the father? “ „ 

A. Les. My anſwer was, as near as I can recol- 
le&, I wonder you ſhould think ſo. Yes, he ſaid, 
he was afraid it might reach Lord Sandwich. I ſaid, 
I wonder you ſhould think any thing of that kind; 
Lord Sandwich is not of a turn of mind to liſten to 
idle reports of that fort. He ſaid, if any thing ſhould 
be ſaid of that kind, I wiſh you would expreſs that I 
have no concern in it: but I am very ſorry for 
Captain Baillie ; he has been an old meſs-mate of 


mine. I mentioned alſo, at the ſame converſation, 


that there was the book I was accuſed in, and others; 
but I ſaid, what I wonder at 1s, that he ſhould have 
been ſo ungrateful to Lord Sandwich, as to have 
brought him ſo much in queſtion in that book. Mr. 
Lefevre ſaid he alſo was very much concerned, I 
laid, I don't wonder at your concern for Captain 
Baillie, for you have been an old and long acquaint- 
ance of his. I don't remember, at that meeting, 
any warmth of converſation that paſſed, of any kind; 
I remember no quarrel ; there was nobody preſent 


* The death of Mr, Lefevre, of reſpectable memory, has been an irreparable loſs to Captain Baillie, 


but Mr. Lefevre, the father, the ſon, and myſe If; 
we parted in good-humour; and 1 am ſure, when 
I went from that houſe, I was as much inclined to 


do any act of ſervice for young Mr. Lefevre as I ever 


was during the four or five years I was acquainted 
with him before. | 

Q. Was that all that paſſed at that time ? 

A. It was; there was no warmth of converſation, 
that I recollect, of any kind; we parted in good hu- 
mour, and as a demonſtration of that, Mr. Lefevre 
and I were acquaintance afterwards; he and his fa- 
mily dined with me before he went upon the ſervice 
he was ordered on in the America. 

Q. Did you ever expreſs to Mr, Lefevre your 
aſtoniſhment; that he ſhould continue to keep com- 
pany with Captain Baillie ? | 

A. No, I never did ſay that I wondered he ſhould 
go to his houſe, or any thing of the kind; ſo far from 
it, that I have often told Mr. Lefevre, that I did not 
wonder at his anxiety for Captain Baillie, becauſe they 
had been old meſs-mates ; as to young Mr, Lefevre, 


w 


he had nothing to do in the Hoſpital ; he did nor 


belong to it, and that impreſſion I am ſure I have, 


1 never went to his houſe, or ever mentioned any ex- 


preſſions of intimidation at any time; I was always 
expreſſive of regard to Mr. Lefevre, and I never was 


ſo much aſtoniſhed in my life, as when he came here 


to give evidence againſt me; for if ever any one pri- 


vate gentleman was obliged to another in his life, 


] will venture to ſay he is obliged to me. 

Q. Was you preſent at the Admiralty, at the con- 
verſation between the firſt Lord of the Admiralty, 
Mr. Murphy, and Mr. Butler, with regard to the ac- 
commodation of the diſpute with Captain Baillie? 

A. I was there, but it was very accidentally; I 
was at the firſt meeting with my Lord Sandwich, 
Mr. Murphy and Mr. Butler, reſpecting the nego- 


ciation, but very accidentally ſo; I happened to be at 


Lord Sandwich's, and Mr. Butler, I think it was, aſked 
me, whether I would not go up and hear what paſ- 
ſed. | 

Q What injunctions were laid upon you at that 
time, with regard to ſecrecy ? | 
A. I do not remember any injunction whatever 
laid upon me for ſecrecy ; but I looked upon it a bu- 
ſineſs of that nature, that I thought it would be wrong 


for me to divulze any thing I heard ſaid in that 
room. of 


Q, How long after the firſt hearing of that in- 
junction did you think it incumbent upon you to 
keep the ſecret ? | | 


A. I do not remember that I ever opened my 


lips about it, till I heard from Captain Baillie's pub- 
lication, that he had mentioned it in the introduc- 
tion to his affidavits ; the firſt thing that I ſaw of it, 
was in an extract from the Morning Intelligencer, 
or Daily Advertiſer. | 

Q. When was that? | 

A. I believe that publication was, when your 
Lordſhips had began upon buſineſs. ; 

Q. Was that the firſt you ever heard of that ne- 
gociation having been divulged 2 

A. It was; I don't know that I could from any 


converſation I had any where, drop a hint of any 


ſuch undertaking, but I was no party concerned in 
it, nor did I look upon myſelf as ſuch. | 

Q. I did not aſk you whether you had yourſelf di- 
vulged it, but whether you had ever heard it the ſub- 
je& of converſation, before you ſaw that book; was 
it ever mentioned to you by any body elle, ſo as to 
convince you that it had been divulged? __ 

A, 1 don't recollect that I had ever heard it any 
where. 

. Then for any thing you know, it was a pro- 
found ſecret, till by Captain Baillie's means it appeared 
in print? pr ; a 

A. I remember Captain Baillie has ſaid at this 
bar, that it was circulated about the Hoſpital, or 


ſometling 
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ſomething of that kind, but it never came from my 
_ though not enjoined: to ſectecy, 1 kept my ſelf 
guarded about it. 

"0 t never came to your knowledge that it had 
been circulated ? 

A. No. 

Q. Did you ever ho that i ir had got out any 
way to any perſon that was not preſent at the nego- 
_ ciation? 

A, No. 

Q. Did any perſon not "4 AY at that negocia- 
tion, ever mention it in your hearing? 


A. No. 
Q. U think you have ſaid, you thought: Captain 


Baillie very troubleſome, I beg you to name any in- 
ſtances wherein you think Captain Baillie was very 


troubleſome, or that he acted againſt the true intereſt 
of Greenwich Hoſpital, in regard to the er e ? 
A. I don't think he has'been a friend to the pen- 
ſioners altogether. 
. Was it not being a friend to the enfioners, 
the detecting the butcher that ſerved them with bull 
beef, and getting the butcher's man tranſported? 


A. I don't think that Captain Baillie ſhould have 


the credit of that altogether; I look upon that as an 
act of the Board of Directors. 


Who carried on that proſecution againſt him? | 


A. The Board of Directors. 
. Solely ? 


A. As 1 underſtand ſolely, to the Board of Di- 


rectors. 
Q. I ſhould be ſorry to remind a clergyman that 


he is upon his oath z you think that was owing to 
the Board, and not to Captain Baillie? 

A. The Governor brought it to the Board, and the 
Board took it up. 

Q. Who conſtituted, and how qualified are that 
Board of Directors, to ſit as a Board? 

A. The Secretary can much better anſwer that than 
I can; I have authority from the Board of Ad- 


miarlty to fit there, and that is all that I know, and 


I believe I am legally appointed. 


Q. Has not Captain Baillie merit in detecting the 


butcher's ſerving bull beef to the Hoſpital ? 


A. think Captain Baillie bad merit in that, but I 


don't think he ſhould take the merit of that altoge- 


ther; there were other Officers in the Houſe that would 


have done that. 


Q And Captain Baillie did not carry on that pro- 


ſecution? 
A. He did not. 


Q. How long have you been a Chaplain in the 


Hoſpital ? 


A. I have been appointed I think fix years next 


November, and have been reſident almoſt the whole 
time. 
Q. Who did you ſucceed? 
A. The Reverend Mr. Tindal. 
Q Was it upon his death that you ſucceeded him? ? 
A. No; upon his reſignation. 


Q. Whether you paid any thing for your admiſ- 


ſion to that place; Mr. Cooke will anfwer that or 
not, 75 as he pleaſes ? 

I beg I may anſwer that queſtion, 1 certainly 
aid not pay a ſingle farthing, but did the duty there 


for a year and three quarters, without a fingle ſnil- 


ling. 


Was any compenfation of any ſort made to 


Mr. indal, in reſigning his Chaplainſhip ? 

A. No compenſation whatever; not a fingle ſix- 
pence. 

Q. Was any compenſation made to Mr. Tindal's 
widow ? 

A. Not a ſingle ſix- pence. 

e you pay any thing for being online a 
Director? 

A. I did; 1 do not come here to reſerve any 
thing at all; Mr. Tindal had promiſed to refign 
the DireRorſhip to me, without any fort of terms at 
all, tie held from it very much, and afterwards he 
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mentioned to me, that he ena not really give uß 
the Directorſhip without ſome trifling conſideration 
I was much hurt at this, particularly as coming from 
him; I had no idea of it myſelf at all, he had pro- 


miſed me again and again, that he would reſign the 


Directorſhip, and 1 did give him a fmall Gouceur 
tor that. 
What was that douceur | 

A. Fifty pounds. | 

Q. Had Mr. Tindal done the duty of the Hol. 
pital for ſome time, previous to his reſignation? 

A. No. 

Q. Who did the duty for him? 

A. The Reverend Mr. Brumhead did the duty for 
him; it had been done by deputy, L underſtand, for 
ſome years. . 

Q, Do you know on what part the negotiarion 
aroſe for your . ſucceeding Mr. Tindal, and for Mr. 
Tindal's reſignation? 

A. It proceeded from a friend of mine in Hunt- 
ingdonſhire; I underſtood there were two old lives in 
Greenwich Hoſpital; I defired a friend to write up to 
know whether they had any intention of reſigning; 
the anſwer was, they had, that Mr. Tindal was very 
old, that he had offered terms to a great n but 
they had not agreed. | 

Did this friend negociate this matter with Mr. 
Tindal by letter, or by word of mouth? 
A. There was a letter or two paſſed between them, 
and then I came up and negociated with Mr. Tindall 
himſelf, and the terms were as I ſaid before; there 
was nothing paſſed between us of any kind, but he was 
to have the income for his life; he lived about a 
year and _ quarters, and 1 did the whole duty: 
for nothing; he lived from November, 1772, I be- 
lieve, till une, 1774. 
Q. Who received the pay of Chaplain of the Hof. 


pital during that time? 


A. I believe I received it; but I atronnted to him 
for it; Ido not exactly recollect whether I received 
it or not, but I think I did; however, I conceive it 
voy immaterial whether 1 did or not. 

Was there any agreement made between you ; 
* Mr. Tindal, that, upon his reſignation, You was: 
to give him the pay for life? 
A. Upon his. reſignation I had agreed to gire him 


all the profits of the Chaplainſhip. 


Q. For the remainder of his life? 

A. Yes; during his natural life. 

Q. And which you. did pay him. 

A. Ves. 

3 think you aid, you from Mr. Brum- 
5 | 
A. He officiated when I came into the Hoſ- 
ital. 
K Q. Was Mr. Brumhead a Curate to Mr. Tindal ? 

A. He was. 

Q. Had the other Chaplain another Curate? 

A. No. | 

Q. Then Mr. Brumhead did the duty for r both the 
Chaplains ? | 

A. Yes; and did the whole duty of the Hoſpital 
for 40l. a years believe, and a chaldron of coals, [ 
think. 

Whether you have ever read, or underſtood, the 
original Charter of Greenwich Hoſpital. 

A. The original Commiſſion. | 

Q. No; the Charter, as granted by King 8 
the Firſt, upon the forfeiture of the Derwentwater 
eftate ? 

A. There was no Charter, only a Commiſiion, 

Q. Whether you have ever read the original Com- 
miſſion, upon the forfeit..re of the Derwentwater 
eſtate to Greenwich Hoſpital ? 

A. I have ſeen the original Commiſſion, but I never 
ſaw a word of the Derwentwater eſtate in it. 

Q. What does the original Commiſſion ſay ? 

A. I cannot recollect at preſont. 

What are the directions as to the qualification 
of the Chaplains of Greenwich Hoſpital ? Sag 
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A. I. don't recollect that there is any thing in it 
relative to the Chaplains. i 

Q. So a man who has never been at ſea is equally 
qualified for it ? 7850 | FRET 

A. I have ſeen the original Act of Parliament, 
which is founded upon the Charter, which ſays, a 
' Chaplain of neceſſity need not be a ſeafaring man; 1 
do not remember any thing in the original Charter or 
Commiſſion, that mentions any thing about the Chap- 
lains of Greenwich Hoſpital, „ 

Q. Then do you come under that deſcription, of a 
Chaplain of neceſſity? | 
A. I don't know; it was neceſſary ſomebody 

ſhould do the duty of Greenwich Hoſpital. 

Q. Have you ever been at ſea ? 

A. I never was at ſea in my life. 

Q. Then do you or not apprehend, that you come 
under that deſcription, of a Chaplain of neceſſity ? 

A. All that I know is, that I was appointed a 
Chaplain to Greenwich Hoſpital by the Board of 
Admiralty. = 

Q. You mentioned you had given gol. for the re- 
| fignation of the place of Director; what may the 

place of a Director be worth? N 

A. That is according to the attendances; a per- 
ſon is paid for every actual attendance, | | 

Q. What is paid for an attendance ? 

A. Ten ſhillings, I believe. 

Q. How many attendances may there be in a 
year ? | 

A. About once in ten days; it is optional whether 
they chooſe to attend or not ? | 5 

Q. Whether there is any other emolument what- 
ever, ariſing to a Director, beſides the ten ſhillings 
for each attendance? 

A. None that I know of. 

Q. What is deemed an attendance? And what is 
the nature of the buſineſs? How many hours does it 
require you to be from home? 


A. There are two, alternately, one at Greenwich 


Hoſpital, the other at Salters Hall, in London; the 


time we ſtay there depends much upon the bufineſs; 


ſometimes an hour and an half; two, three, nay, 
ſometimes, upon extraordinary buſineſs, four hours; 
but generally two, or two and an half. 

Q. Then let a perſon live where he will, he muſt 
have the whole diſtance to go to the other meeting? 

A. He is not obliged to go at all. | 

Q. But to make it to advantage ? 

A. Tes. 7 | | 

Q. Then if he attends every time, he may make a 
ſhilling a day of it; ten ſhillings every ten days? 

A. Money 1s not the object, I believe, with any of 
the gentlemen; I am ſure it was not with me; but 
for the public good of Greenwich Hoſpital, that the 

attendances are ſo good as they are. 
Q. More public ſpirit ? 

A. I believe ſo. | 

Q. I think you ſaid, that the tranſaction with Mr. 
Tindal, was ſettled at laſt with him by yourſelf; was 
there any writing paſſed upon that occaſion ? 

A. There was. 

Q. Who drew up that writing? | 

A. An Agent of mine, an Attorney. 

Q. What is his name? 3 

A. Mr. Aſtley. 

Q. Were there any witneſſes to the execution 
of it? | 

A. I believe there were; it was regularly executed. 

Q. Who were they ? 

A. I do not at this diſtance of time recollect. 

Q. What was done, in conſequence, in order to 
get Mr. Tindal's reſignation accepted? 

A. | believe Mr. Tindal wrote to the Board of 
Admiralty, to reſign, and His reſignation was accepted, 
and | was appointed; I know no other form; the 
form that was uſual, 

Q. Did you make application to Lord Sandwich 
to be appointed in his room? 


N A. I made application to Lord Sandwich to be 
appointed in his room. | 


Q. Was Lord Sandwich made acquainted with that 


tranſaction, between you and Mr. Tindal ? | 
A. His Lordſhip, I am ſure, knew nothing of the 


tranſaction before it was finiſhed and done with. 
Q. Did not Lord Sandwich aſk you, whether 
you had agreed or ſettled any thing with Mr. 


Tindal ? 


A. I do hot recollect he did; I recolle& his Lord- 
ſhip had nothing to do with the tranſaction between 
Mr. Tindal and me, about that buſineſs, nor did he 
know the particulars of it; I was appointed in Mr. 


TindaPs room, when he wrote for leave of reſig- 


nation. 


Q. Did not Lord Sandwich aſk you, what were 


Mr. Tindal's motives for aſking to reſign ? 


A. I really think he did not; but you are aſking 
me to a thing that happened ſeven years ago. | 
Q. But can you take upon you to ſay, that Lord 
Sandwich did not aſk you, what reaſon Mr, Tindal 


had for reſigning ? 


S 


A. No; I do not recollect that he aſked me any 
ſuch queſtion, _ | | | 
Q. Do you take upon you to ſay, that Lord Sand- 
wich was not acquainted with there being ſome com- 
penſation made to Mr. Tindal ? | 


A. There was no compenſation made to Mr. 
Tindal. : | | 


> 


Q. I mean the agreement to pay him his ſalary 


during life ? | 
A. Lord Sandwich, I believe, knew that Mr. Tin- 


dal and I were negociating, but did not know the 


particulars of our agreement. N 

Q. How did Lord Sandwich know that? 

A. I applied to Lord Sandwich to know, if he 
would appoint me, in caſe Mr: Tindal and I agreed 
I remember, now it comes to my recollection, that 


Lord Sandwich told me, that there were two old Chap- 
lains; his Lordſhip was ſo kind to ſay, he intended to 


do ſomething for me, he told me, but he did not know 
exactly the place or time; that he intended giving me 
one of thoſe, if they dropt, knowing they were old 
lives; that put me in mind of endeavouring to get at 


it by relignation. 


Q. To endeavour to get it by reſignation ? 
A. Not get at it by reſignation ; but if I treated 


with Mr. Tindal and he reſigned, that I ſhould be 
appointed. | 


Q. What did you imagine Lord Sandwich under- 


ſtood, by your treating with Mr. Tindal ? | 


A. Idid not know what he underſtood by it. | 
Q Do you think Lord Sandwich underſtood, that 
you was treating with Mr. Tindal, to give him ſome 


compenſation ? 


A. The negociation between us was not under the 


ſanction of Lord Sandwich at all. | 


Q. lam aſking you, whether it was with his pri- 
vity or knowledge ? | 

A. I believe I might have mentioned it to him at 
the time. | | 

Q. Was Lord Sandwich made acquainted with 
your giving gol. to Mr. Tindal, to reſign being a 
Director ? . 5 . 


A. He never heard of it, nor ever knew of it : I do 


believe the firſt information his Lordſhip has had of 
it, has been from me this very moment; I am ſure his 
Lordſhip never heard of it from me. 

Q. I ſhould be glad to know, whether your coad- 
jutor, the other Chaplain in the Hoſpital, hath ever 
been at fea; whether he comes under the deſcription 
of the original Charter of that Hoſpital? Is Mr. 
Maule here ? | 

A. Heis. | 

Q. Whether you know of any other of the Direc- 
rors who have given compenſation for their places at 
that Board ? | 

A. 1 know of none; I did not look upon that as 
a compenſation. 


1 Qi Whether 


—— —— — — 


. 
Q Whether a douceur or a preſent is uſual, when a 
Director refigns ? | 

A. No; believe it was never done before. 

Q. I wiſh to underſtand you correctly; J under- 
ſtand you are in the Hoſpital in two capacities, as a 
Chaplain and as a Director; gol. was given as a 
douceur; that was not for the Chaplainſhip, that I 
ſuppoſe would have been ſimony, it was for the Di- 
rectorſhip; but there was alſo an agreement, was 
there or not, to do the duty, for a certain period of 
time, without any ſalary ? Ss 

A. I told the Houſe before, I took it upon thoſe 
conditions; Mr. Tindal was to have the profits of 
the Chaplainſhip during his life, and I was appointed 
Chaplain, and I did the duty. | 

Q. Without any part of the ſalary?  _ 

A. Without any part of the ſalary whatever of any 
kind, | 1 . 
Q. Does the profits of the Chaplain of Greenwich 
Hoſpital conſiſt of any thing more than the ſalary ? 
Are there any emoluments belonging to the office not 
comprehended in the faiary ? | | 
As. There are no emoluments belonging to the 
Chaplainſhip, or any other office in Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital, of any kind, but the ſalary. 
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Q. Then, am I to underſtand you had no profit 


whatever during the time Mr. Tindal lived? 

A. Not a ſixpence *. ä 

Q. And you gave zol. to 
ſignation of the Directorſhip ? | 

A. That was a year, or a year and a quarter 
Ser” | | | 
 Q Whence does the pay of the Chaplain ariſe ? 

A. There is a ſalary of 100). a year; he has table 
money, which every other Officer has; which, I be- 
lieve, is twenty pound odd, There are ſtores, the 
lame quantities as a Lieutenant has : that was the 
falary of the Chaplainſhip, with apartments, at the 
time Mr. Tindal reſigned to e. 

Q. Has not the Chaplain ſome pay from the Or- 
dinary of Greenwich and of Woolwich ? 

A. No; that is paid into the Hoſpital. 


Mr. Tindal for the re- 


Q. Has there been any augmentation made to the 


ſalary ſince you have had it? | 

A. There has been an augmentation which the 
Minutes'of the General Court will ſhew, and ſhew 
the reaſon of it; that was, I think, in March, 1775. 

What was that reaſon ? | | | 

A. If the Houſe will be ſo kind, as to call for the 
Minutes of the General Court, Mr. Ibbetſon is here, 
and will fully explain that. 

Q. But what do you underſtand to be the meaning 
of it ? | 

A. The additional gol. a year, is for reading 
prayers at the Infirmary, which the Chaplains had 
never done before; and we had dons the duty at the 
Iofirmary a year, before this addition to the ſalary 
was made. Another reaſon was, that all the ſalaries 
had been raiſed in the Hoſpital, ſince the great aug- 
mentation of the penſioners, the burials muſt of 
courſe encreale ; the Captains and Lieutenants of the 
Hoſpital were raiſed before our additign of ſalary, 

Q. What was the ſalary you paid Mr. Tindal ? 

A. What I mentioned at firſt, the 1col. a year, 
and the table-money, | | 
Q. How much in the whole? | 

A. About 135]. a year, the ſalary ; the table-mo- 
ney and the ſtores are allowed, amount to about 135l. 
| a year, at the outſide, I believe; but I am ſure 140). 
1s the extent. 

Q. That was what was before the augmenta- 
tion? 

EE | 
Q. Are there any profits of any other kind ? 
H. None that I know of, 


time. 


. 


Q. Has not the Lieutenant-Governor's ſalary been 


F 


_ raiſed likewiſe ? 


A. The Lieutenant-Governor's ſalary was raiſcd 
tool. a year more, in Captain Baillie's predeceſſot's 

Q, Whether you ever knew of any inſtance, of 
the firſt Chaplain of Greenwich Hoſpital not being a 
perſon qualified under the Charter of the Hoſpital 


as a ſeaman ? ; 


A. Ves; Mr. Stubbs, the firſt Chaplain, never 
was at ſea in his life, and he was Chaplain of Green. 
wich Hoſpital. 35 years; he never was at ſea in his 
life, or was what they call a Naval Chaplain, 

Q. Did you ever know of a Steward who was a 
landman, before the preſent Steward ? | 

A. I have underſtood, that the firſt Steward that 
was appointed to Greenwich Hoſpital, had never 
been at ſea; I have underſtood, that Mr. Bell had 
not been at ſea, when he was appointed to Green- 
wich Hoſpital, but that he afterwards went to ſea; 
It is not clear that he had been at ſea, when he was 
appointed Steward to Greenwich Hoſpital. | 

Q. Did you ever hear how long a time he was 
Secretary to Admiral Sir John Norris? 

A. No; he made application to the Board, I be- 
lieve, for permiſſion to go with Admiral Norris. 

Q. Can yon prove he was not a regular qualified 
perſon, before he was choſen Steward to Green- 
wich Hoſpital ? 335 N ; 

A. I ſhould think, from the ſervice he had done 

to the Hoſpital, that he was a very proper man for 
the office. I have never heard any thing of Mr. 
Bell but by heariay ; I did not know him. | 

Q. You have heard he has been of infinite bene- 
fit to the Hoſpital ? „„ | 

A. He has been of infinite benefit to the Hoſpital ? 

Q. Did you ſay he had not been at ſea before he 


was appointed ? 


A. I have underſtood he had not. | 

Q. Did you ever hear in the Hoſpital the year that 
Mr. Bell was appointed Steward to Greenwich Hof- 
pital ? | | 

A. I have heard, but I cannot now recollect. 
Q. ls it as long back as 1736 ? 

A. In 1735, or 1736, I think I have heard he 
was appointed. | 

Reverend Mr. Cooke withdrew, 


Captain CHADS called in, one of Lerd Sand- 
wich's Witneſſes. | 


Q./ Whether you are one of the Courcil ? 

A. I am. A 

Q. How long have you been ſo? 

A. I have belonged to the Hoſpital above three 
years. | ” 

Q. By whom was you appointed? 

A. By the preſent Board of Admiralty. 

Q. How many Military Officers are there ? 

A. Fourteen. | 

Q. How many Civil? 

A. Six; but three of them never attend the 
Council; the Auditor never appeared at Council yet; 
the Secretary, his buſineſs leads him another way; 
and the Phyſician always has buſineſs in the Infir- 
mary ; that I believe is the occaſion he cannot attend 
the Council . | 7 

Q. Do they never attend ? 

A. I have ſeen the Secretary and Phyſician 
there about three times each; the Auditor I never 
law there. 

Q. Do the Military attend their duty ? 

A. I think they do, — - 

Q. Are there generally more Military than Civil 


Officers attending the Council? 


Ihe reverend man enjoyed a good apartment fer himſelf and family, Phyſicianz Surgeon, and Apothecary, gratis, beer 
without exciſe, and aſſes milk for his children; and all which he does not eftimate at ſixpence, upon his oath. 


+ If Captain Chads knows any thing about the lofirmary, he muſt know that the Phyſician ſeldom or never viſits his patients 


oſtener than once in eight days, and that not of a Council day, 


A. Sometimes 


. 
A. Sometimes treble, generally double the number. 
Q. Do you obſerve that the Civil Officers gene- 
rally fide together? | 
A. Na, 4 never aw it. | 
Q. Do you obſerve that they form any thing like 
a faction? 


A. Quite the reverſe; 1 have ſeen the Military 


have done it, but never the Civil. 

Q. Do you know of any attempts there to ſecure 
LAGO oi ior deg 1 

A. Never, no attempts to ſecute a majority; only 
when Captain Baillie's book firſt came forth into 
the Hoſpital, parties appeared there like muſhrooms, 
who never appeared there before. | 
But is there ſuch a majority? 

A. Not that I know, „ | 

Q. Do you know any complaints quaſhed improperly ? 

A. Not any. 

Q. Do you know of any redreſs being refuſed ? 
A. None at all. : : | 

Q. Do you know of any undue influence or ma- 
nagement of Counci] ? . 

A. No, far from it. 5 : 

Q. Or any cajoling by the Civil people? | 

A. No; any man that would ſpeak with me to 
that purpoſe, I ſhould deſpiſe him. | 

Q. You have talked with the penſioners there often ? 
A. I have, a vaſt number of old ſeamen that have 
failed with me in the courſe of twenty years, that 
often have talked with me. 

Q. Have you ever been abſent from the Hoſpital ? 

A. Never more than fix weeks, ws 

Q. If there had been any grievance in the Hoſpi- 
tal, muſt not you have known it? ” 

A. Ves; and I never heard a word of it, till 
Captain Baillie's book came forth. 

Q. Has the government of the Hoſpital been well 
regulated in your judgment ? | | 

A. It has. | | — | 

. Are the penſioners ſatisfied with the govern- 
ment of the Hoſpital ? CO YL 
A. I have ſeen many of my old ſhipmates; I have 
ſaid, my lads, how do you like being here ? Sir, I am 
extremely happy here; I want for nothing; I have 
every thing I can wiſh for; and if I am not happy, 
2X my own e | | 

Q. Has Captain Baillie's conduct at the Council 
been proper and temperate * ? 

A. I think nor. | Pts 3 

Q. Has his conduct in the Hoſpital been in ſuch 
your opinion, as tended to make the penſioners happy? 

A. I think otherwiſe fince the publication of that 
book; I thought every penfioner ſeemed to be in- 
flamed, which I never thought before; and it made 
a diviſion among the Officers immediately.  _ 

Q. Then you do not think it has tended to pro- 
duce peace ? c | 

A. No, I think it has tended to produce the contrary. 

Q. Have the. members of the Council been ſuffi 
ciently active in their duty ? | 

A. I think ſo. 

Q. Has the manner in which Captain Baillie pro- 
ceeded, been of a nature to conciliate or inflame the 
minds of the parties concerned? 

A. In Council, when we have met, and debated 
upon matters, if we did not coincide in opinion with 
Captain Baillie, he was warm; and I always, from 
circumſtances which appeared before me, gave my 
judgment and opinion to the beſt of my underſtand- 
Ing ; I never minded any body. | 

Q. Do you know of any impropriety in the con- 
duct of the Rev. Mr. Cooke? 

A. None at all ; I look upon him to be a gentle- 
man ; he is a good huſband and an indulgent father ; 
we viſit one another; I never ſaw any thing unbe- 
coming the character of a gentleman. T 

Q. Did you ever ſee Mr. Cooke behave improper 
to the Lieutenant-Governor at the Council? 


A. Never in my life? 


Q. Do you know that Mr. Cooke has ever attempt- 
ed to uſe any improper influence over the Council 


and members? _ | 

A. Not in the leaſt, Any man that would offer 
to influence, I ſhould deſpiſe him; I would never 
ſpeak to him; I have fat at courts- martial upon life 
and death ; I ſhould be ſorry to be thought an in- 


fluenced man; Captain Baillie has been very ſevere 


againſt me; he calls us a mock Council, and all 
legal government is at an end; as an officer and a 
gentleman I could not brook it; I memorialled the 
Lords of the Admiralty for redreſs; and diſavowed 
the charge; Captain Allwright, Lieutenant Lefevre, 
and one or two more, they did not fign the memo- 
rial; therefore it appeared to me they avowed the 
charge; therefore I looked upon them gentlemen to 
be a party; for in a converſation one day with Capt. 
Allwright, I aſked him, if he had ever ſeen the book; 
I told him, Captain Baillie had thrown a great ſtigma, 


and it was a thing I could never brook ; he ſaid upon 


his honour he never ſaw eit; I aſked him, if he had 
ſeen it in manuſcript ; he ſaid he had heard it read; 
that convinced me he was conſulted in the book. 
Q. Upon theoath you have taken, as a member of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, do youthink that Captain Baillie's 
removal would contribute to the good government of 
the Hoſpital, and peace and welfare of the pen- 
ſioners? | 


A. I am thoroughly convinced Greenwich Hoſ- | 


pital will never be in harmony till he is removed ; it 
is now in hot water, and will be ſo as long as he re- 
mains, if he is not removed ; for he is now in his 
apartments; and he is always tampering with the 
penſioners, and has influenced their minds, which 
will never be eradicated for a number of years. 


Croſs Examination, . 
Why did you ſign the Memorial againſt the 


 Lieutenant-Governor ? 


A. Becauſe he accuſed me falſely, by calling me a 
man that had ſecured a majority; an illegal Council. 
I look upon the Council to be the internal govern- 
ment of that Hoſpital ; and therefore I, as a member 
of the ſame, would do the ſame, if the like caſe was 
to happen, I | N | 

Q. Whether there is any club of Officers held in 
Greenwich Hoſpital? | | 

A. Certainly there is. 

Q. Where is that held ? 

A. In the Council room. 20h, 

Q. Was it held there the night preceding the fire ? 

A. I kept my bed; I was in the gout at that time; 
I cannot ſay to that particular time; but it is a very 
indifferent club for Officers; it is only a ſixpenny 
club. | 1 

Q. Did Lieutenant Kerr complain to you, as Cap- 
tain of the Week, that there was a ſcene of drunken- 
neſs and riot in the Taylor's ſhop, a week before 
the fire ? „ 

A. I do not recollect, if he did; I was not capable; 


J was in bed, in the gout; and the day the fire hap- 


pened was the firſt day I got out; I got a great pair 


of cloth ſhoes on; I had been ill of the gout two or 


three months; I do not recollect that; he poſſibly 
might; he uſed to come in and tell me news, and 
have any little chit-chat z as I kept my apartments, 
likely he might. | a 

Q. Do you recollect whether he did, or not, ſend 
you a Boatſwain to inform you of it? | 

A. I do not recolle& it; I aſk pardon, I do now 
recolle& he did ſend a Boatſwain to let me know 
there was ſome riot; I ſent for the Boatſwain of the 
guard; I ordered him to go up there, and fee the 


people were diſperſed ; the doors were ſhut; that 


was all I kfew; | ordered him to carry directly any 
that were there and put them into the eaſt-gate, 
which is the priſon. | 


* The Council is held once a week at leaſt ; and Captain Chads, during the laſt whole year, has been but thirteen times at the 


Council. See page xliii. King's Bench. 
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Q. Then, by your account, you did not go. your- 
ſelf ? 


A. I obſerved I was ill of the gout; I could hardly 


walk. 

Q. Did you ſend Lieutenant Kerr to quell that 
diſturbance? 

A. I believe not; becauſe he ſent the Boatſwain 
to me; bur ! perfectly recollect I ſent for the Boat- 
ſwain of the guard, and told him what Lieutenant 
Kerr had ſaid to me; he returned, and ſaid the door 
was ſhut, and every thing was peaceable and quiet. 

O. Under whoſe care was that Ward where the 
diſturbance happened ? 

A. I look upon it, it was cloſe to the Taylor's 
apartment; I look upon it to be in Lieutenant Kerr's 
department. 

Q. The Taylor's ſhop ? 

A. Thoſe apartments are ſhut up every night, and 
under the care of the Maſter Taylor himſelf, becauſe 
he had the cloaths, and all thoſe things there; I be- 
lieve nobody paid any attention at all to the Taylor's 
ſhop (that is, to take care of it) but the Maſter Tay- 
lor himſelf, whom J] underſtand uſed to lock it up, 
as he had a preat charge of things there. Bur the 
riot, I underſtand, was in the ſhop ; the Boatſwain 


ſaid they were all diſperſed ; had there been any body 


there they would have been brought hefore me. 


. Is the Taylor's ſhop under the management of 


the Officers of the Hoſpital, or not ? 

A. I never heard that talked about; nor did I 
ever hear any complaint about the Taylor's ſhop, till 
Lieutenant Kerr came and told me they were drunk 
in the Taylor's ſhop. The Taylor uſed to take care 
of that particularly, becauſe he had a charge there. 

Q. Are they under the Steward's care ? 

A. I do not know thar. 

. Are they under the care of the i ? 

A: I belicve the whole Hoſpital is under the care 
of the military, in qr. but, I believe, nobody 
ever viſited that place of ght: the patrole viſit 
every part of the — could not viſit that, 
becauſe that was locked up every night. 

. Do you take upon you to ſay, of your own 


knowledge, whether that was locked up every night? 


A. No, I vill not ſay that. 


Q. Did you never hear that r body worked 


there by candle- light? 
A. I never did. 
Q. As a military man, did you ever viſit it? 
A. I never did. 

. In the whole courſe of the time that you have 
been in the Hoſpital, and when you have been Offi- 
cer of the Week, you never viſited it? 

A. Yes, when it is my tour of duty, I go into 
the Hoſpital to the Dining room. 
Q + never viſited the Taylor's ſhop | ? 
0 
Q Did you ever fend any body to viſit it ? 
A. I never did; nor ever viſited it myſelt. 


Q. Are there any ſinecures in Greenwich Hoſ- 


pital ? 

A. Not that I know. | 

Q. Does the Barber do his duty? 

A. The Barber! The man that contracts? 

Q. No. The Barber of the Hoſpital. 

A. I know his name is Mackeneſs, by Captain 
Baillie's book ; but till that book came out, I did 
not know who was the Barber. 

Did you never hear of it otherwiſe ? 

A. Yes; I have heard people ſay Mackeneſs was 
the Barber; and that he had been a ſervant of Lord 
Anſon's. 

Q But does he do his duty ? 

That is done by the — I believe, 
. Is not that a ſinecure, then, as you think? 

A. ] think fo, 

Does the Porter attend. the Council? 

A: I cannot ſay I ever ſaw him; we have every 
Boatſwain attends ; I cannot ſay I attend every Coun- 
cil; I never ſaw him when I attended. 


e 


© Does the Clerk of the Council attend his | 


duty ? 
A. I never "hip him; the wine firſt Clerk 


does that duty; and, as 1 underſtand, the Clerk of 
the Council never did any duty there; it was always 


a Clerk from the Steward, or a Clerk of the Cheque, 
that did the buſineſs there at the Council. 

Am I to underſtand you never ſaw the Clerk 
of the Council atrend his duty there ? 


A. I never ſaw him in my life; therefore ] never 


ſaw him there. 
Q. Does Skeene, the Butler's Mates, attend his 
duty ? 

A. . I know he is an Aſſiſtant with the Clerk of 
the Works, ; but I never was ſo minute as to enquire 
about the Butler's buſineſs ; I ſaw every thing go on 
very regular, and never had any complaints came to 
me. 

Q. But did you ever ſee him do his duty ? 
A, If you will pleaſe to > acquaint me what his duty 
18. 
Butler's Mate. 
A? 1 do not know what that is. 
Q. And you are an Officer in Greenwich Hor 
pital? 
A. Tes. 
Do you know there is ſuch an Office, 
A. I have heard them called Butler's Mate. 
Q. _— do not know what that buſineſs 1 - + ah 
A. No. 


Q. Do not you know what the Sculleryman's 


Mate is? 
A. I ſuppoſe to waſh the diſhes, 

rg Is there one Ruſſell, a Sculleryman's Mate ? 

I believe there is; bur 1 never attended there; 

I 85 a Deputy that attends to that buſineſs; if a 
Lieutenant is not capable of that, he is capable of 
nothing—As a Captain of a man of war, we truſt 
our Lieutenants, 

Q. Do you know one Dickey, the Turncock ? 

A. Yes; I always ſee that man turning the water 


in and out, always doing his duty; a very civil ob 


liging fellow; I have ſeen him in all parts of the 
Hoſpital with a great iron thing under his arm. 
Is a diſabled ſeaman capable of performing the 
Office of Cook in Greenwich Hoſpital ? 
A. No; not at all. 
3 When you have been at ſea on board a man 


of war, did you ever know any Cooks that were diſ- 


abled feamen ? 
A. Yes; 1 have ſeen them without legs or arms; 


but they had people to do their duty for them; I 


had one at ſea with me that had never a hand, * he 
had always Cook's Mate and Cook's Shifter, a e 


call them: I look upon ir a Cook of Greenwich £ ol- 


pital ſhould be a good active man. 

Q. Do you imagine a ſcaman is capable of being 
a Cook at Greenwich Hoſpital ? 

A. Some may, and ſome may not : I do not think 
every ſeaman 1s a Cook. 


Q, But whether no ſeaman is a Cook, is my quel- 
tion 


A. I believe there are many ſeamen Cai and 
many that might do that buſineſs. 

Q. Who pays the Deputy Barber, do you ima- 

ine ? 

$ A. I cannot ſay; this is a matter that never comes 
before the Military Officers. 

Q. Did you never hear who this Barber that 
ſhaved the prope was paid by? 


A. I ſuppole the Barber that has the buſineſs of | 


the Hoſpital pays his Deputy Barbers. 

Q. I think you told us you had the misfortune to 
be a good deal afflicted with the gout ; you have 
the misfortune to be To much troubled with that diſ- 
order, as to be frequently prevented attgnding the 
Council? 

A. Sometimes I have been prevented, and have 
been carried over in a chair. 


Q. Was you able to attend that particular 
ci 
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to the bre wings | | 

A. 1 was at the Council then, and I believe that 
complaint came to me firſt as Captain of the Week; 
and I believe I ſent them to the Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor, and the Lieutenant- Governor ſent them to me; 
but that was a piece of roguery of a man who drew 
the beer, which was detected afterwards, and he was 
expelled the Hoſpital. It was not the badneſs of 
the beer that came from the brew-houſe, but he had 


ſold the. ale and ſmall beer, and therefore he was ex- 
pelled and turned out of the Hoſpital. | 

Q What was your own opinion upon that affair ? 
What did you judge to be the truth of that affair? 

A. I really could not tell how or which way the 
beer came bad; but Mr. Mylne, the Clerk of the 
Works, who is a very ſenſible clever fellow, he found 
it out, which I could not; I heard him ſay that the 
beer is adulterated at. the fink where it was drawn, 
and it does not come from the brew-houſe; I could 
not have found it out, and: he found it out, and we 
detected the man upon it. PEN 

When did that appear? 

A. Laſt ſummer was a twelve-month. 

Q. Was it ſoon after the time the beer was com- 
plained of that it was found out? AE, 

A. I believe it was ſoon after that, that he was 
detected, and brought to the Council, and expelled 
the houſe, but 1 cannot exactly ſpeak to time. 
Q. Am I to underſtand that you lay the whole 
miſmanagement of the beer to this man, that was 
detected in adulterating it at the ſink ? 


A. I do not know; as he was detected in that, I 


ſuppoſe it was. | 
Q. You do ſuppoſe ſo? 


A. I ſuppoſe ſo; but in hot weather brewings will 


be bad ſome times. 1 

Q. Are there two ſinks, or one? 

A. TwO ſinks. | | | 

Q. Do you imagine that this man could be at 
both ſinks at the tame time? Le 

A. I 1uppoſe not. | 


Q How do you account for its being adulterated 
then ? | | 


A. The beer was adulterated, and ſtole by a man 


whoſe name was Luke Davis; he was brought to 
the Council, and it was made appear; fo that it was 
the opinion of the Council that he ſhould be ex- 
pelled the Hoſpital; and he was accordingly ex- 
pelled. 1 - 

Q. I think you ſaid you attributed the badneſs of 
the beer entirely to his adulterating of it; now, how 
could he adulterate it at both ſinks ? 


A. That was a matter of opinion, that we thought ſo. 


Q. Upon what ground was that opinion formed, 


_ 4 man at one ſink would adulterate beer at ano- 
thek | 5 | 

A. We detected the man; that is all I know; all 
I know ſince that man has been expelled, we have 


never had a drop of bad beer; I never drank a drop 
of finer beer in my life. 


Q. How far are thoſe two ſinks ſeparate from each 


other? 
A. I cannot ſay. 
Q. Are they in the ſame room ? 
A. I really do not recollect whether I ever ſaw 
more than one ſink, | 
Q. Are they not in different rooms ? 
A. I really cannot tell. 
Q. Are there not two Dining Halls? 
A. There is. 
Q. Is there a ſink in each Hall? 
A. Really, I cannot ſay as to that. 
Q. Do you recolle& there being a great number 
of gallons of beer ſtarted in the cellar? 


eil when the great complaints were made with regard 
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A. I do not recolle& any ſuch thing; I have 
heard of it, but that was before my coming into the 
Hoſpital. ; 

Q. Could that have been owing to this man that 
adulterated the beer at the finks? | | 


A. Undoubtedly not; that beer was ſour, as I 
underſtand. | | 


Q. Whether you look upon it as neceſſary to have 


a landman, and whether a ſeaman cannot anſwer the 


purpolr as well as a landman, of brewing the beer ? 
a way of adulterating the beer; it was proved he 55 


in my life, except brewing ſpruce beer at Newfound- 


do not know; I never knew a ſailor a brewer 


land; when I was a Captain there, I brewed beer 


myſelf then, the common ſpruce beer, 


* f 


Q. Do you know that both in the ſea and in the 
Navy, there is a variety of people who. have been 
bred up to every trade? 225 
A. Certainly ; there are all trades. 

Q. Are there not cabinet-makers and joiners, which 


are trades more myſterious? Are there not carpenters 
and every other trade to be thought of within that 


numerous body, may there not be met with a ſea- 
man that brews beer ? „ : 

A. There are all trades and occupations belong- 
ing to a man of war; I have met with al! trades 
there almoſt, except a brewer ; carpenters, joiners, 
Jewellers, ſilverſmiths, chimney-ſweepers, and all 


trades, except a brewer; there might be brewers on 


board a man of war; but, as we don't employ them 
in the way of brewing on board a ſhip, I do not re- 
collect any. | = 

Q. What is that great myſtery of brewing ; as 
you have met with all trades and occupations in the 
Navy, why not meet with a brewer ? 


A. I will tell your Lerdſhips why I never met 


with any; there might be brewers in men of war, 
as well as other trades; but we never employed a 
brewer on board a man of war; had we brewed 
there, we might have met with brewers, as we found 
out other trades, by employing carpenters, and ſuch 
people. f | 
Q. If you were to take a ſeaman, as you have all 
other trades; if you were to take a ſeaman on ſhore, 
and employ him in the great myſtery (for fo it ſeems 
to be) of brewing, do not you think you could find 
a man that could have brewed ? Fe | 
A. Undoubtedly; I do not think there is any 
great art in brewing; I brewed ſpruce beer; I found 
no great difficulty in that; I never brewed malt beer 
in my life. N 

Q. Lord Dudley. I aſk, to your knowledge and 
belief, whether the preſent Firſt Lord of the Admi- 
ralty is every way as much approved of in that office 
as his predeceſſor, * Lord Hawke ? 

[Captain Chadds withdrew, 


Thurſday, May 27, 1779. 


Captain CHADDS called, one of Lord Sandwich's 


witneſſes. 


Q. Duke of Bolton. Who did you ſucceed in Green- 
wich Hoſpital ? | 85 
A. Captain Lynn. 
Q. Upon what vacancy did you come in? : 
A. Upon the vacancy of Captain Cooke, who 1s 
the circumnavigator, gone round the world. 


Q. Did you come in upon any proviſo, that if 
Captain Cooke returned, you muſt reſign your place 
in the Hoſpital ? 2 

A. Yes; I had that offer made me; I quitted my 
ſhip two or three times, not being able to ſerve. 

Q. Whether Captain Baillie's removal has not 
eſtabliſhed you in the Hoſpital ? _ 

A. His removal made me third Captain. 

Q. Therefore you got rid of that proviſo ? 


This queſtion put by Lord Dudley, the friend of Lord Sandwich, to Captain Chadds, who had been but a ſhort time in the 


Hoſpital, and on whom a favour had been juſt conferred by the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, rouzing the oppoſition, and occa- 


ſioning ſome debates on account of che impropriety of the compariſon, was withdrawn by the noble Lord. 
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A. If there had been no vacancy when Captain 
Cooke returned, I was to go out. 
Captain Chadds withdrew, 
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Lieutenant BESSON, another of Lord Sandwich's 


witneſſes, 


Q. Are you of the Council ? 

A. I am. | 

Q. How long have you been of the Council ? 

A. Ever ſince I belonged to the Hoſpital, which is 
above twenty years; as an Officer, of courſe I became 
one of the Council, the moment I was appointed, as 
one of the Naval Officers. | 

Q. Do the Military Officers attend their duty ? 
ch A. Yes. | 

Q. Do the Civil Officers attend their duty? 

A. I believe they do. : FLY 

Q. Are there * more Military or Civil 
Officers attending ! | 

A. In general more military, _ $9 ER 

Q. Have you obſerved that the Civil Officers form 
a faction? 

A. Not in the leaſt that I know of. | 
Q. Do you know of 
ſecure a majority? | 

A. I am entirely ignorant of that. 

Q. Is any ſuch majority ſecured ? 

A. Not that I know of. 3 

Q. Do you know of any complaints being quaſhed 
„„ 7” Ts 

A. None. . | 8 

Q. Do you know of any redreſs being refuſed? 

A. Not any that I know of. Sy, 

Q. Do you know of any cajole with the pen- 
ſioners? | | 

A. I don't underſtand what that is. 

Q. Have you been often abſent from the Hoſ- 
pital ? | 


A. Not fix months, put it all together, for above 


twenty years. | 
Q. If there had been any grievance, muſt you have 
C | 
A. Certainly I ſhould have heard of it. 
Q. Has the government of that Hoſpital been well 
regulated ? f 5 5 
A. If your Lordſhip's will give me leave to an- 
ſwer fully what I know, connectedly with this queſ- 
tion, 1 ſhall be glad to be indulged. | 
Q. You may go on. | 
A. In Captain Baillie's printed book, upon your 
Lordſhips table, among many other charges, there is 
a ſtigma thrown upon the Council of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pita] collectively; I have no concern with any of the 
charges againſt individuals, it is that againſt the 
Council that affects me; and I ſhould look upon my- 
| ſelf exceeding]y injured, if I had not an opportunity of 


explaining that matter. If Captain Baillie knew of 


any grievances, that injured the penſioners, he muſt 
know that it was his indiſpenſible duty to have laid 
thoſe grievances before the Council, that being the 
proper channel previous to any other. For above 
twenty years paſt, and I have attended the Council as 
often as any Officer of my ſtation, in the Council, I 
never knew of any ſingle complaint coming before the 
Council, complaining of the quantity or quality of 
proviſion, cloathing, or any thing allowed the pen- 
ſioners by the eſtabliſhment, but that if the complaint 
appeared a juſt one, every Officer preſent was as 
ready as Captain Baillie could be to redreſs it, if they 
had it in their power; if they had it not in their 
power, they never failed to lay it before the Board of 
Directors; if there was any grievance of any ſort, the 
Council ſhonld have been acquainted with it; I don't 
recollect that ever Captain Baillie met with any op- 
poſition, wherein the penſioners welfare was concern- 
ed. Nowthe good government and regularity of the 
penfioners, and the protection of them, is intruſted to 
the Council, Captain Baillie has met with ſome little 


any attempts in them to 


oppoſition in other things, but totally different from 


what is mentioned in the book; this I will maintain, 


with regard to the good government of the Hoſpital , 


there are every week complaints of penſioners 
nurſes, againſt one — for Wer duty, — 
fering and pawning the things under their charge; 
theſe are puniſhed by mul&, by fines, or as the 
Council ſhall think right. As to mulcting a man; 
three weeks inſtead of a fortnight or ſo, we are not 
always unanimous in that; but I ſhould never have 
an idea, that a gentleman would make an oppoſition 
againſt another, where a poor penſioner is to be 


mulet; I never knew of any oppoſition where a pour 


penſioner was injured. 

There is another thing, and Captain Baillie, if he 
is preſent, hears me, and he was once of the ſame 
opinion as myſelf ; ſince I have been in the Hoſpital, 
there have been ſix different Lords of the Admiralty ; 
I don't preſume to give the leaſt diſtant hint, upon 
any conſideration, what the Firſt Lord of the Admi- 
ralty ſhould do, relative to Greenwich Hoſpital, I only 
ſpeak to the ſat, what I know myſelf. I have at. 
tended the preſent Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, in 
different Wards; I have attended him in the Dining 


Hall; he has examined the penſioners lodging, diet, 


cloathing, and every thing of that ſort; we all looked 
upon it he came on purpoſe to redreſs grievances, if 
there had been any exiſting; that I conceive to have 
been the time for complaint, if any exiſted. I have 
been told, that this book was in hand before this; I 
will not take upon me to ſay that it was, but I never 
heard any complaints at that time. I do declare, as! 
am here upon my oath (as much has been ſaid of 
party and faction, and civil influence, from views of 
intereſt, and intimidations being made uſe of, to 
make a party againſt Captain Baillie) I declare, 
never received a ſingle favour from the Firſt Jord of 
the Admiralty, nor do I ever expect any. I never 
had a private quarrel with Captain Baillic in my life, 
and I have known him ſeventeen years; what I have 
done has not been from any private prejudice what- 
ever, it has been in juſtice to the Council, and to the 
Society. I live in; I have no prejudice, of any ſort, 
privately againſt Captain Baillie. _ 

Q. Are the penſioners happy, and ſatisfied with 
their egg 8 . 

A. There are diſcontented men in all Societies, but 
they have no reaſon to be otherwiſe than happy; I 
don't know any of them that are not happy. 

Q. Has Captain Baillie's behaviour, at the Council, 
been proper and temperate? 1 5 

A. When firſt he was made Lieutenant- Governor, 
I thought he had a capacity, and manner, and addreſs, 
that would have done honour to his ſtation ; but as I 
am called upon to anſwer the queſtion, I muſt ſay, 
there is a little heat and overbearingneſs in his tem- 
per; it is a conſtitutional diſcontented mind, I am 
afraid, from jealouſy and ſuſpicion, and little private 
prejudices made the Captain forger himſelf, with re- 
gard to being warm, and little altercations have hap- 
pened, I believe, on that account; but in every other 
reſpect, in private, he has always behaved to me as à 
gentleman in every reſpect, but at Council there have 
been heats; I have never had words with him myſelf, 
but I have ſeen it in others. : 

Q. Do you think that his conduct has been ſuch, 
as tended to make the penſioners happy ? | 

A. If the happineſs of the penſioners depended 
upon their being ſatisfied with every thing, they 
ought to be ſatisfied with, there certainly have been 
ſteps taken to prevent that; ſo far I cannot ſay that 
they are happy. 

Q. Have the Members of the Council been ſuffi- 
ciently active in their duty? 

A. I never knew to the contrary, particularly 
where it appeared that the penſioner was any ways 
injured in any thing that was allowed him by the 
eſtabliſhment'; Captain Baillie, ro my knowledge, 
never met with any oppoſition at Council. 

| | Q. Has 


x 
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Q. Has the manner in which Captain Baillie pro- 
*texded, been of a nature to conciliate or inflame the 
minds of the parties concerned? | 


A. When Captain Baillie's book was carried to 
the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, the title of it we 
heard, but did not know the contents; the particu- 


lars, the Officers wiſhed much to ſee it, at laſt we 


got a ſight of it; I read it over, but that part which 
throws a ſtigma upon the Council, I peruſed very 
attentively; I judged for myſelf, and I believe the 
others did the ſame; thoſe Officers; who were con- 
ſcious of having acted with integrity, met Captain 
Baillie at a full Council with his book, and there, face 
to face, had thoſe parts read, which reflected upon the 


Council; at the ſame time we had a Memorial drawn 


up, to preſent to the Lords of the Admiralty, diſ- 
avowing the charge, and praying their Lordſhips to 
order an enquiry, that juſtice might be done us; we 
conſidered, that if Captain Baillie had attacked any 
of us in our private characters, a private ſatisfaction 


might have ſufficed; but in our public capacity, we 


thought the Admiralty the only place to look up to 
for redreſs, that is my reaſon for ſigning the firſt Me- 
morial ; Captain Baillie was confiderably agitated at 
the time, he endeavoured to prevail with ſome of the 


Officers not to ſign. it; I believe he did prevail with 


ſome not to ſign it. 

A Caprain, who I believe is preſent, and hears me, 
and he has depoſed at your Lordſhips Bar to the 
fame purport, that he was very much ſurpriſed, that 
the Lieutenant Governor ſhould be attacked in that 
manner; he thought it unfair to attack him to his 
face in that manner; my anſwer was, that I thought 


it more manly to attack a man to his face, than be- 


hind his back; Captain Baillie had preſented com- 
plaints againſt us to the Admiralty, without our 
knowing what they were till after they were pub- 
liſhed, that was the reaſon for what we did; we 
ſigned it there; we had it read over to him; I thought 
that was doing it much fairer, than doing it behind 
lis back, | | | 

Q. Have you any ſuch thing as a pillory in the 
Hoſpital at Greenwich? 

A. I omitted, among other things, to tell your Lord- 
ſhips, that as well as the yellow coat, there is what they 
call the elevated place, it is in a conſpicuous part of 
the Hall, raiſed about the heighth of the bottom of a 
chair, that the penſioners may all, while they are at 
dinner, ſee who is there, and what they are for, it is 
no more like a pillory than what a chair is; there is 
a rail they may lean upon, thoſe that are infirm, if 
they pleaſe; there was a witneſs that was lately called 
to your Lordſhips bar, who depoſed, about refuſing 
to be put in the pillory. 
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Q. You are not to mention what he depoſed; you 
don't know of any ſuch place as is called a pillory, 
do you ? | | | 


A. 1 never heard of the term till mentioned at your 
Lordſhips bar. oy | 


Q. That has none of the properties of a pillory, 


has it? 


A. No; it is juſt as I ſtand here, there is a little 
bar to clap their hands on, to ſupport themſelves to 


ſtand upright; nothing more. 
| Croſs Examination by the Duke of Richmond. 


Q. Where are you lodged in the Hoſpital ? 
A. I am lodged (unfortunately for me with one 
leg), atthe top of the houſe, where I have been ever 
fince I firſt came to the Hoſpital. | 
Q. Have there been any additions made to your 


- 


apartments fince you came* ? 
A. There have been a few, and i 


* 


An. f there had been 
more there would not have been too much. 


Q. Have there been any rooms for your apart- 


ment made in the roof of the building ? EL 
A: There has been a room for a ſervant; I had no 
convenience to lodge a ſervant in the place I had be- 
low; it is fo damp they were laid up every winter with 
the rheumatiſm, 

Q Have you had one or two rooms made? 

A. One room only. 

Q. Nothing more? 5 

A. I have a little lip I can juſt ſtow my cloaths in, 
which cannot be called a room, it is. juſt a flight par- 
tition to ſeparate it; I might have laid it in one. 

Q There are two rooms of ſome ſort or other, 
whether great or ſmall ? N 


A. There is but one taken out of the roof, the 
other is over my kitchen. 


Q That which is over the kitchen is not in the 


roof ? 

A. No; one is made from the roof, the other out 
of the kitchen; it is at the top of the kitchen which 
Joins to the roof; it is a ſky-light affair. 

Q. Is there a fire-place in one of them ? 
A, There is, but being a ſervant's room ; it has 


never had a fire in it, nor I never intend there ſhould, 
except when they are ill. 


Q. Has not the original kitchen belonging to your 


apartment been made into a bed-chamber ? 
A. It has. | 


Q. Have you had a bed-chamber made into a 
kitchen? 


A. The kitchen was converted into a bed-cham- 


ber, and bed- chamber into a kitchen, being much 
ſafer than having it up ſo near the apartments. 

Q. Does the drain of that kitchen run through 
three of the men's cabins ? 

A. It runs through a corner of a cabin in one ward, 
and may go down, | believe, through one cabin more 
at the bottom; I cannot anſwer to that, I would not 
anſwer to what I do not perfectly know ; I think 
it goes at the firſt cabin, nor through it, and at the 
bottom of all, it goes through one of the men's ca- 
bins. | 

Q. Did it not run under one of the men's beds ? 

A. The back of the bed. | | 

Q. Does it not tun through the nurſes cloſet ? 

A. It does run through the nurſes cloſer. 

Q. Is it not in an open gutter in the nurſes ward? 

A. No; it is a gutter, but there is a cloſe wooden 
cover to it. | 

Q. Is it leaded down, or nailed down? | 

A. The gutter is leaded, and the cover 1s. fixed 
down cloſe upon the top of it. 

Q. So as to prevent any ſtench coming from it? 

A. Whenever there is any ſtench, it is always re- 
moved immediately from that part, by ſending to 
the Office to have it cleaned out; I never heard of 


. 


* This favour was granted by Lord Sandwich, beſides an addition to his pay. 


+ This drain is in Lieutenant Beſſon's Diviſion, 
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any complaints of it, that were not immediately re- 
dreſſed and put to rights, 


Q. Does it go through the Cumberland, the 
Royal George, and the Jennings Wards ? 25 
A. I believe it may, I am not poſitive. EE 
Q. Was not that ſtench ſo conſiderable as to oc- 


caſion a ſtink trap to be placed under one man's bed, 


in the Jennings Ward? 8 

A. Ves; there was, and not only there, but in the 
very apartments belonging to the Officers, there ate 
ſome of thoſe things. ey: e 

Q. Is it not looked upon yet as a nuiſance to the 
inhabitants of thoſe wards ? e 

A. I don't hear the men complain, I go through 

often; I have repeatedly ſaid, whenever you find any 
diſagreeable ſmells occaſioned by this, ſend to the 
Office immediately; the Office will put it to rights 


directly, and remove this nuiſance ; fo that, if it ever 


happens, it is their own fault if they don't apply to 
have it remedied. cha oi Rd 
Q. How often is that ſtink trap to be emptied ? | 
A. I believe it may be, in the ſummer time, once 
a month, or once in two mont. 
Q. And how often have there been any applica- 
tions about it? 5 „„ 
A. We do not always know when the applications 


are, becauſe the Boatſwain of the ward has à general 


order, whenever it appears the leaſt of a nuiſance 
to the ward, to ſend to the Office; they imme- 
diately ſend, and then it is cleanſed out directly 

Q. Have you had any part of the public paſſage 
leading to your apartmentincloſed? 

A. I have. I will rell your Lordſhips how that 
happened ; when my apartments were laſt painted, 
which was I believe eight years ago, I was abſent 
for a month or ſix weeks; and the late Governor of 


Greenwich Hoſpital, Sir George Rodney, without 


my knowledge, took upon him to deſire the Board 
to do ir; that was, I believe, in confequence of 
telling him that I had my cupboard robbed, which 
is on the outſide; it was all open before; he faid 
you ſhall have it incloſed. There are no penſioners 
have any buſineſs up that paſſage, it is the officers 


who have the key to go into the wards; but the 


penſioners go up another way, they have ſtair-caſes 
of their own. - . | | 
Q. How much of that public paſſage have you 
encloſed ? | 
A. 1 cannot really ſay how many feet it is, I 
never meaſured it; there are a couple of windows 
taken in. EOS | 
O. Was Mr. Ibbetſon inſtrumental in getting any 
of thoſe accommodations for you? 2 
A. Not that I know of: I will anſwer that 
queſtion as far as I know; I was mentioning to your 
Lordſhips before, a dark room which I had for my 
ſervant to lie in, it was excceding damp, the wet 
uſed to run down in the winter, this joined cloſe 
to Mr. Ibbetſon's; by opening a communication to 
Mr. Ibbetſon's, it would have more air, and next 
room to it having a fire would prevent this; I ſaid 
you have applied to have an addition to your apart- 


ments; there is no objection to it, provided it did 


not infringe upon the wards; for the Firſt Lord of 


the Admiralty had ſaid, he had no objection to that, 


if the Penſioners wards were not infringed on; I 


I ſhould be very glad to give it all up if I could 
get a ground floor; for after 20 years I found that 
apartment very inconvenient. 5 

Q. You ſaid, you think that you complained of 
Captain Baillie concerning the printed caſe of Green- 
wich Hoſpital ? ; 

A. No: Captain Baillie complained. of us; we 
diſavowed the charge, knowing ourſelves to be in- 
_— of it; I don't call that complaining againſt 

im. p | 
Fg Was it not ſtiled a complaint in the wording 
Or its 


Naval Officer. 
faid, if you can get me a little room made, I will 
give this up to you; I ſaid, I had no objection, but 


. 


A. I believe not; it was in anſwer to the charge, 
Q. Was that anſwer to the charge an act of Coun. 


„* 


i Dy 
A. We met Captain Baillie at a full Council, 


* 


ſome of the Officers there were for complainin 
ſome of the officers that he might have prevailed on, 


would not ſign; Captain Baillie got up and left the 
chair; there was no Preſident; then we could un- 
doubtedly have inſiſted upon putting another in the 
chair; we thought it a thing not to debate about, 
for it was no matter whether it was an act of Council, 
or of the officers belonging to the Council. | 
Q. Was it an act of Council or noi? 

A. Not of the Council, I believe. 5 
Q, What complaint did Captain Baillie make of 
„ oo ns re 

A. The ſtigma thrown on the Council was (I don't 
recolle& the words, but it was to this purport) that 
civil intereſt made a factious party among the Officers 
to oppoſe him at Council, by which means ic 
fruſtrated his moſt zealous endeavours to ſerve the 
Penſioners, and that there was no legal government 
in Greenwich Hoſpital ; we know that to be a groſs 
miſrepreſentation, and for that reaſon we ſigned the 
„ „ 
QQ. What do you underſtand Captain Baillie meant 
by no — government in Greenwich Hoſpital? 
A. The good government and regularity of the 
Hoſpital is intruſted to the Council, and his ſaying 
there was no legal government of the Hoſpital was 
a reflection upon the Council. 
Q. Are you ſure he meant the Council by 
er: | | ns 

A. I only ſpeak it as the matter ſtruck me. 

Q. Did you aſk him whether he meant the 
Council? 5 5 TIES 
A. The firſt day of the Enquiry I met him; he 
faid to me, I have nothing to ſay againit you, you 
are a Naval Officer—I remember that; but when [ 
came to fee this, I ſaw it muſt be a very odd affair 
to be deceived in that manner, when he ſays there is 
no legal government in Greenwich Hoſpital, and a 
factious party among the Officers. Now fourteen 
Mititary Officers muſt have a majority over five or 
ſix Civil, and therefore muſt prevail, . unleſs the 
Military a& a raſcally part to deceive the Hoſpital 
if he had ſaid who they were, and not mentioned 
my name, I would never have figned any thing 
againſt him. If Captain Baillie had any thing, and 
brought it to Council, where the penſioners were 
injured, I would have been one of the firſt thar 

would have joined him. 5 
Q. Captain Baillie faid he had no complaint 
againſt you? 15 | | | 
A. As a Naval Officer; he faid, this might have 
been told every one ſeparate z, but I don't ſay that 
it was ſo. „„ 

Q. But he did not ſay he had no complaint 
againſt you? | 

A. When he came up to my apartment, which 
was to examine a little trifling addition, which if 
your Lordſhips were to ſee, I am ſure you would 
think trifling indeed ; when I was going to explain 
to part of the Committee what was done, he faid, 


Mr. Beſſon, I have nothing to ſay to you, you are a 


Q. Then Captain Baillie did ſay he had no com- 
plaint againſt you, you being a Naval Officer? 

A. He did, | 

Q. I think you ſaid Captain Baillie had com- 
plained againſt you, and your's was an anſwer to 
that complaint ? eg 

A. Theſe are charges againſt individuals, which 
I told your Lordſhips I had no concern with ; here 
is no charge againſt the Council collectively; I, as 
one of them, joined with thoſe Officers, who, con- 
ſcious of having acted with integrity, we difavowed 
Jointly; we could not go ſeparately; I own, I could 
not with any degree of temper read it. | 


Q: I deſire 
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Q. I. defire the Short-hand writer will refer back to 
an anſwer the witneſs gave, where he ſaid that the 


| happineſs of the penſioners depended upon their 
| bets ſatisfied with every thing, &c. 


Mr. Gurney read from his Port. band notes the que / 
ion and anſwer as followetb : 

« Q. Do you think that his (Captain Baillie's) 
% conduct has been ſuch as make the penſioners 


happy. 


« A. If the happineſs of the penſſoners depended 
% upon their ea ſatisfied with every thing they 


e ought to be ſatisfied with, there certainly have been 


& ſteps taken to prevent that : ſo far I cannot ſay 
& they are happy.” 

Q What do you mean by ſteps taken to prevent 
their happineſs ? . 

A. What I conceive of it is this; that by publiſn- 
ing this book, and repeating many things that have 
been ſettled before, as to bull beef, and four ſmall 
beer, Iam ſure your Lordſhips have heard ſo much 
of it, you muſt be tired with it. That matter was 
ſettled, and every ſtep taken that could be taken 1 
and we thought there was an end of that, when this was 
revived again in the book, and in ſuch a manner, that 
ſtrangers, and penſioners coming in every day, they 
muſt look upon it, that they muſt eat bull beef, and 
ſour ſmall beer; that it would be continued, and 


that Captain Baillie was the only honeſt man, the 


only man of integrity that was capable to judge pro- 
perly for them ; and that by fruſtrating him, they 
muſt be injured. This I conceive of the matter, 
that that did a great deal of injury; for I do not 
know a ſingle Officer belonging to the Council, but 
what would always be as ready to do juſtice to the 


_ penſioners, as Captain Baillie himſelf, though not to 


endeavour to make themſelves popular; for no man 
has a right to arrogate popularity to himſelf, at the 
expence of the Council; and this was repreſenting, 
that the whole body of Officers were ſet againſt him, 
and if they ſucceeded, the penſioners ſhould live upon 


bull beef, and four ſmall beer for ever after. This 


is my idea of it. | 
Be ſo good as to point out that part of Cap- 

tain Baillie's book, where it ſays that, or any thing 

like it; that the penſioners are to expect, that they 

are to continue to be ſo treated? 

A. Not literally, but I think it points it out very 


| ſtrong. 


Q. Can you point out any one word, or ſyllable, 
in Captain Baillie's book, that inſinuates, that the 
above abuſes of the ſour beer, and of the bull beef, 
was ever to be continued ? | 

A. Not literally ſo ; Iam only telling your Lord- 
ſhips, with regard to the penſioners, their idea when 
they come in. What is the matter ? why, ſuch a mat- 
ter is now in agitation, and ſo and ſo; Captain Bail- 
lie is our friend, and we ſhould live upon bull beef, 
and drink ſour ſmall beer, if it was not for him. He 
is our friend, and 1s doing all in his power to re- 
dreſs us ; and here are a body of men oppoſing 


him,” and fruſtrating every good attempt for us, 
that he is trying at. Perhaps theſe men never read 


the book, but from hearing that the book has been 
productive of this. | | 

Q. You was aſked, if Captain Baillie had done 
any thing that ſhould cauſe diſcontent ? ? 

A, Not of himſelf; I ſhould ſuppoſe he would 
have prudence enough not publicly. Indeed, I don'c 
inſinuate from my own knowledge, that he ever tam- 
pered with the penſioners, or told them ſo. 
Q. Then, what you ſay, amounts to this: that 
the penſioners think Captain Baillie their only 
friend? | | 

A. Some of them may, from the motives I men- 
tioned, not from any motives of Juſtice ; but they 
have been miſled, and made to believe that, one 
among another. 
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Q II underſtood you; that ſince the book has been 


publiſhed, the penſioners have a notion, that they 
have no friend but Captain Baillie in the Hoſpical * 
A. Some of them; | ; | 
Q You did not before reſtrict it to ſome? 
A. I meant in general. 
Q. In general, have they that opinion ? * 
A. I am perſuaded they have not at preſent, 


though chey might ſome little time ago; as, for in- 


ſtance, at the door of the Houſe of Lords, the mu- 
tinous riot that was aſſembled there, | 

Q. A mutinous riot did you call it ? 

A. We look upon it ſo in the military way, when 
a body of men aſſemble without an order of their 
Officers. When the Deputy Uſher of the Black 
Rod, Mr. Quarme, came into the coffee-room, he 
ſaid, what are your men aſſembled here for; I 
ſajd, I don't Know; he ſaid, they obſtruct the Lords 
coming to the Houſe; I ſaid, if I had an order 
to aſk them that queſtion, I would go; Captain 
Mapleſden, and ſeveral others ſaid, 1 wiſh you 
would; I went out, I did not chuſe to expoſe the 
authority of Greenwich Hoſpital, to call out pub- 
licly to the men to diſperſe, for fear they ſhould re- 
fuſe me; I called three or four of the Boatſwains to 
me: Who ordered you here ? Nobody : Then why 
do you afſemble in this manner ? They could not 
tell; I faid, if you have no other reaſon, I deſire 
you to diſperſe; go and tell the men they have no 
buſineſs to form in that regular manner, as if they 
were coming to beſiege the door of the Houſe of 
Lords, They went away, they paid no attention to 
what I ſaid; I returned; I thought the men would 
certainly have done as I deſired them; they did not, 
they remained there afterwards. Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor Mapleſden went out himſelf, when he heard a 
huzzaing; he wove his cane, as we do ſometimes 
to thoſe to tell them to diſperſe ; I believe your 
Lordſhips have heard, before the reſulr of that, from 
the Minutes of the Council, they were very inſolent 
and mutinous. One went up to him in a darin 
manner, called him an old ſcoundrel, and ſaid they 


would do as they pleaſed. The matter came before 


the Council; we were as tender as poſſible, becauſe 
we thought much would be made of it. Thoſe that 
diſobeyed my orders, were mulcted only half a crown“, 
and the man who flouriſhed his cane over the Lieu- 


tenant-Governor's head was reduced to a private 


man. | 

Q. Do you look upon it mutinying to diſobey 
your advice? 

A, When a body of men are aſſembled, and their 
Officers deſires them to depart, diſobeying orders is 
mutiny. 3 5 
Q. Did you think you had any command over a 

enſioner of Greenwich Hoſpital at the door of the 
Houſe of Lords? | 

A. In all parts of the town ; if I ſee them drunk 
I take notice of them. | 

Q. I aſked you if you have any authority over 
the penſioners at the door of the Houſe of Lords ? 
A. I thought, out of reſpe& to your Lordſhips, 
that it was a reflection to the Officers, ſeeing them 
there; they might behave inſolently to your Lord- 
ſhips. _ 

Q. Do you think you have any authority over the 
penſioners of Greenwich Hoſpital, when out of the 
Hoſpital, and at the door of the Houſe of Lords ? 

A. I diſtinguiſhed that particularly : You that are 
ſummoned by the Houſe of Lords are to ſtay here, 
but you who are not ſummoned are to go about 
your buſineſs ;. that I particularly took notice of; 1 
would not preſume to ſend away any perſon that 
was ordered to attend your Lordſhips; they have an 
equal right with myſelf ; but many of the men al- 
ſembled in that manner, we could not tell for what 
reaſon. 855 
Q. And becauſe you could not tell for what rea- 
ſon, therefore you deemed it mutinous? | 


The men ace allowed one ſhilling 3 week. 7 
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A. I told the Boatſwains to go to them. | 
Q. With your advice, not your command 

A. With my advice, and that they ſhould anſwer 

at their peril, if they did not. by 
Q. You have faid, that theſe were, in the firſt 

place, people that were not ſummoned to attend the 

Houſe ? 0 | i 

A. Very few of them were ſummoned ; I believe 
the Boatſwain who ſhook the cane over the Lieutenant- 

Governor's head, and called him an old ſcoun- 


drel, I believe he was. 


Q. Did you ſee him do that? | 
A. I ſaw him flouriſh his cane over his head, but 
I did not hear him make uſe of thoſe words; there 
were men appeared at the Council, that declared they 
did hear him. Pr 8 

Q. What was Glaſs turned out for? 

A. For behaving inſolent to the Officer of the 
Week ; he was neither a Boatſwain, nor a Boatſwain's 
mate, he was rated as a Boatſwain's mate, and had 


2 Boatſwain mate's lace for ſhewing the Painted Hall; 


he behaved inſolent to the Lieutenant of the Week, 
Lieutenant Fortye, the junior Lieutenant of the Hoſ- 
pital. Many of the town's people, ladies and gentle- 
men, were very much ſurpriſed ; I did not fee the 
inſolent behaviour, he behaved decently to me, when 
I came in afterwards, and appeared at Council af- 
terwards, He behaved inſolent to the ſecond Chap- 
lain, the Reverend Mr. Maule, for which he was 


ordered not to attend at the Painted Hall any more, 


and was to aſk pardon in this elevated place, pub- 
licly, that all the penſioners might ſee him, and hear 
that he aſked pardon for the inſult ſhewn to the Of- 
ficers; he ſaid he would not; I myſelf ſaid, be per- 
„ ſuaded, you will be your own enemy in this, if 
c you refuſe complying with the Council's ſentence ; 


you know the reſult of that, you muſt be expelled 
* the Hoſpital,” It is a general rule with us, they 


certainly are, or there would be refuſals every day. 
We deſired him to go out and conſider of it; he 
went out, and came in a ſecond time, and I believe 
he went out and came in a third time; ſtill he per- 
fiſted that he would not aſk pardon; ſo he expelled 


| himſelf the Hoſpital, 


What is this elevated place, as you call it? Is 


it a greater diſgrace to ſtand there, than to aſk par- 


don in any other place? 


H. I don't know that there can be any diſgrace in 


it, any more than it is more conſpicuous; all the 
men ſee them there; and perhaps they would wiſh 
for but very few of them to ſee them aſk pardon. 

Q. Have not you different degrees of puniſhment 
in the Hoſpital ? | „ 
A. Mulct; confinement; ſuſpenſion; expulſion. 
We can keep them on a diet of bread and water, 
when incorrigible; and expulſion is the laſt. | 

Q. Don't you make them aſk pardon for faults 
ſometimes ? | 

A. We do. „ 

Q. Is it always in that place that you make them 
alk pardon ? | 

A. Sometimes. When it happens in the Ward, 
we make them aſk pardon of the parties at the Coun- 
cil, and go up into that Ward where the inſult was 
given, and aſk pardon there; but in the Painted 
Hall, where the inſult was given, it was, for example 
ſake, that he was ordered to aſk pardon in the ele- 
vated place. . | 

Q. Is it looked upon as additional puniſhment ? 

A. It is looked upon more than aſking pardon in 
the Council-room. 

Q. You ſay Captain Baillie has been ſometimes 
very warm; can you give any inftance in which he 
has been very warm at the Council ? 

A. Your Lordſhips have been told at your bar, 
that the Civil Officers begin firſt with giving their 


votes, by which means they are called the leaders, 
and the reſt follow them. Now, I believe, in all 
Courts-martial, the junior Officers begin firſt ; it 
would be abſurd for the ſenior to begin; he might 


nn 


influence the junior. The junior begins felt; but 


it does not follow, that I follow his opinion, becauſe 

I happen to coincide with his opinion. Captain Baillie, 
as Preſident, ſhould reſerve his opinion till the laſt 4 

he may examine, but he ſhould not give his opinion 
firſt ; he ſhould give others leave to do it; which 
he generally did not; but he too often gave his own 
opinion firſt ; by which means, when any of the. ju- 
niors were giving their opinion, he endeavoured to 
argue with them, and to convince them that his way 
of thinking was / better; by which means the buſineſs 
frequently was ſtopped ; and it might lead ſometimes 
to a very great warmth. I ſhould be ſorry to take 
up much of your Lordſhips time; but in a very few 
words (as every Lord here would wiſh to know the 
real grievances of Greenwich Hoſpital) I can tell your 
Lordſhips the real grievances of Greenwich Hoſpi- 
tal, if you will pleaſe to hear them, 5 

Q. Go on. . 


A. Captain Baillie hears me now; and I would 


wiſh rather he was preſent to bear me, than other- 
wiſe. The real grievances in Greenwich Hoſpital 
have originated with Captain Baillic's private quarrels 
with ſome of the Civil Officers, which made him too 
often blend private reſentment with public duty 
and when an Officer differed in opinion from him, he 
was conſtrued part of the faction of Civil influence; 
and, in ſhort, every thing that was bad; now it is 
modeſtly ſaying that he was the only honeft man of 
ſenſe, capable of judging, amongſt us all; and that 
we muſt be knaves or fools to be biaſſed by others, 
to the injury of the Hoſpitall. 
* Q. Do you know of any other inſtances, than what 
* have mentioned, of Captain Baillie's warmth ? 
think the inſtance which you have mentioned is, 
that Captain Baillie has argued with the junior Offi- 
cers, who were to give their opinions firſt? _ 
A. To enter into particulars, that would be a re- 
petition ; for at many Councils there has been too 
great a warmth, and has brought on diſagreeable de- 
bates of arguments; but never when any appeared, 
where the penſioners were igjured, he never met with 
any oppoſition; we were unanimous in that; I only 
ſpeak of trifling thing.. eh 
Q. As you have caſt a general reflection upon 
Captain Baillie, to ſay he was very. warm in the 
Council, and the grievances of Greenwich Hoſpital 
have proceeded from his having private quarrels with 
other particular perſons, it would be doing him juſ- 
tice to mention what thoſe particulars are. 
A. There were two or three of the Civil Officers 
that he had private quarrels with; and I never ſaw, 
before thoſe private quarrels were, but that every 
thing went very quietly ; but from the oppoſition to 
thoſe particular people, that gave me reaſon to think 
that, was the ground ̃ . 
Q. I beg to know the date of thoſe quarrels ? 
A. Some years paſt; it was before and after Cap- 
tain Baillie was Lieutenant-Governor. 
Q. Then if it has been before Captain Baillie was. 
Lieutenant-Governor, I don't underſtand you ? 

A. He might not have it in his power to ſhew thoſe 
private quarrels, till after he came to be Lieutenant- 
Governor; I am only ſpeaking of what I know, with 
regard to thoſe private quarrels ; I believe this; I 
don't ſay it is fact; but I have made that obſervation; 
and I think that is the grounds of the grievances of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, 

beg you will mention any other inſtance of 
Captain Baillie's warmth in Council.; you have only 
mentioned one. OD 
A. He' never had any with me. The duty of a 
Naval Officer in Greenwich Hoſpital is principally 
the good government of the penſioners, and their 
protection. A Naval Officer has no buſineſs to go 
into the office of a Civil Officer. I ſuppole every 
man of truſt will act like an honeſt man. If the pen- 
ſioners come with complaints, you will attend to 

them; but are not to go to ſearch into things, an 
ſuſpect people of frauds without grounds. 8 
Peet Peop nout g . 
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G. Do you know any inſtances of Captain Baillie's 
ſearching for frauds, without having them com- 
plained of? 


A. I was in the Hoſpital mariy years after Mr: 


Bell “, who was in the Hoſpital above forty years; 
no Military Officer ever preſumed to go into the 
kitchen; it was his indiſpenſible duty to receive the 


meat; ſee it cut up, and elivered to the Cook, who 
Jocks it up. The Naval Officer is to go into the 
Dining Hall when the bell rings, and the men are 


aſſembled ; if tlie meat appears improper; then I ani 
to take notice of it; I am not to go into the kitchen: 
and ſee if the Civil Officer does his duty, and ſuſpect 


kim to be a raſcal; io; if he, the Civil Officer, has 


any doubt, he ſends for the Officerof the Week to go in 
and aſſiſt him; it is not my duty to go there without; 
and every man of integrity would be hurt by it very 
much; I ſhould think it very wrong, and reſent it, if 
a Civil Officer came into the Dining Room to ſee if 
things were right 8 We 
Q. Then one of the great grounds, againſt Captain 
Baillie, is, he has been very officious in looking into 
the meat? e ee 
A. I was aſked what grounds I had for ſuppoſing 
quarrels with the Civil Officers the grounds of it; I 
mentioned this as what I thought the ground; he 
encourages others to go and ſee, whether this or that 


man is a raſcal or not; which I ſhouid not think he 
would do, unleſs he had a quarrel with them. 


Q. Then it has been his inſpecting into things, to 
ſee if there were any frauds or not? ß 

A. In an improper manner. : 3 

Q What do you call an improper manner? 


4 


A. Itis an improper manner for me to go into any 


man's office, who has a truſt, to ſee whether he acts 


properly or no, when I have no buſineſs ſo to do. 
Q. Then you don't think it is the duty of the 
Lieutenant - Governor to ſee whether the Officers in 
the Hoſpital do their du 7? 
A. Every Office of the Hoſpital is to take notice 
of every fraud that he knows of; then they are to be 
brought before the Council; they are not to be made 
private memorandums of at home, but to be brought 
to the light, and rectified immediately. 
Q. 1 underſtand you, that the cauſe of quarrel 
between Captain Baillie and the Civil Officers of the 
Hoſpital, was, that Captain Baillie had enquired, in 
an improper way,” into the meat? ??: 12 
A. Not particularly that; but, in general, his 
private quarrels with ſome of the Civil Officers, I 
believed, was the general cauſe of the diſturbances in 


7 


Greenwich Hoſpital. 


- * - 


Q. I deſired an inſtance; and did not you mention 


that he had particularly. examined, in an impropet 


manner. into the meat? 
A. Yes. PETS 
Q. Give an inſtance of that. "0 
A. 1 have known a Captain or Lieutenant of the 


Week go into the kitchen when the meat has come 


in, examine the meat, and, before the Civil Officer 


has determined one way or other, That meat is not 


proper; I deſire that meat may be ſent away. He 
might have gone in and looked at it, but not have 
given any orders; he had no right to give any orders 
about it; it is the Civil Officer's duty to take notice 


of that; and if he found he did not report it, then 
take notice of him; but not before he found what © 


his report ſhould be. | 

Q. Then the cauſe of this is, that Captain Baillie 
has expreſſed himſelf, that the meat was bad, when 
he ſaw it ſuch ? | 


A. They have no right to examine the meat before 
it is boiled; not a Naval Officer, without he is called 


in by the Steward and the Clerk of the Cheque. 
Q. That is your opinion? 

A. We are directed, by the King's commiſſion, 
not to interfere with any thing, only the government 
of the Hoſpital. 


* A former good Steward, 


+ After it is boiled, there can be no redreſs for the men, be it ever ſo bad. 


And you don't reckon it a part of the good 
government of the Hoſpital, to ſee whether the meat 


is good or bad? 


A. Certainly, when it comes into the Hall. 
_ Qu Tr ſeems Captain Baillie has been too officious 
in enquiring into this matter 5 
A. Not merely thaTt. 
in 02/4 125 92 
A. What have I charged him with) 


Q. I can't nd (hat cut; tell the Committee what 


you do charge him witb. ; 

A. With being very paſſionate and overbearing in 
Council ; and with interfering in the private Officers 
duty in points he had no right to do; ſuch as Officers 
going into the kitchen, who had no right to go in 
there, to examine the meat before it was boiled. + T 
.Do you know of any ihſtahce in which Cap- 
tain Baillie has behaved ill to the penſioners?;: 

A. In what reſpe& does your Lordſhip mean? 

Q. I aſk if you know any? -  - 

A. I think by cauſing a confuſion and diſfiirbance 
in the Hoſpital, and ſetting them by the ears toge- 
ther; and making the men, in general, believe they 
have been fed upon bull beef, and that it would be 


continued ſo; and that there were frauds c: ntinually 


exhibited againſt them : this is inflaming their minds, 
. them in hot water, and making them un- 
p £8 30 e | 
Q. Theſe are general charges; give an inſtance. 
A. When the Committee was ſitting, he came out 
from the Committee Board; the words I cannot re- 
collect; but they were repeated loud enough for an 
body to hear; that the lame and the blind (I beg 
your Lordſhips pardon, he made uſe of an oath) 
that there would be no redreſs for them. This is 
making a very bad imprefſion upon the minds of the 
penſioners, and muſt make them very unhappy to 
think that they ſhould have no redreſs. . 
QQ That was in confequence of the examination? 
A. It was, I believe. „„ 
Q Was you preſent at that examination? 
A. I was not at that time; I was called when the 


Council was called before the Board; I was one of 


mem. 
Q. Was this addreſſed to the lame and the blind, 
only, or in general to the penfioners ? h 
A. In general, in coming out ; but I muſt beg to 
obſerve to your Lordſhips, I did not hear it myſelf. 
Q. Can you ſpeak to any other act in which Cap- 
tain Baillie has ever told the penſioners that they muſt 
expect to be fed with bnll beef and ſour ſmall beer ? 
A. I don't know of any. „ 
Qi. Do you know any inſtance of his having done 
any injury to the penſioners ? % ͤ 
A I do not. Es | | 
Q. Do you know any inſtance of his having ſtruck 
a penſioner ? „ 
A. No. | 


Q. Do you know any inſtance of any other Officer 
having ſtruck a penſioner ® | 


A. Not of my own knowledge; there is little of 
that in Greenwich Hoſpital ; in the courſe of twenty 
years I don't think it has happeried twice. | 


1 


Q. Did you ever know Captain Baillie in liquor? 
A. Never.” - 


Q. Has he conſtantly attended ſince he has been 


- R 


Lieutenant-Governor ? | t 
A. Conſtantly : I believe as much fo as any Lieu- 
tenant-Governor. | 


Q. Has he made it his buſineſs to take care of the 
penſioners ? 1 


A. Not more than other Officers; he can do no- 


thing of himſelf; it is the Council. 


Q. Has he done any thing to injure the pen- 
ſioners ? . 

A. Nothing more than the impreſſion that has been 
made upon their minds; 1 don't contradict that. 


Q. Is 


186 + MY ISP 
Q. Is he looked upon by the penſioners as their 


" Friend? 


A. I believe that he has been lately, ſince the 
book has been publiſhed, looked upon to be parti- 
-ularly ſo, becauſe he has 75/ted bis all, I believe, for 
wo fg Fe a ls TE | 5 F 
| The opinion of the penſioners, in general, is, 
Fine, has 3 their friend > TO © 
A. I cannot fay in general; I do not converſe with 


the men; only when we come to Council we hear 


„ 


them. 1 1 , 0 
. 1 afk as to the general opinion 
| * I don't know ** 5 17 
Q. Do you know of any one inſtance in which 
Captain Baillie has ever miſbehaved to any pen- 
- HonerT „ | 
A. I don't know, with reſpe& to any ſingle pen- 
ſioner: 1 only know the genera! impreſſions made 
upon the penſioners, _ „% 

Q. Lord Dudley. You mentioned a drain that runs 
under your apartments; was not there an old drain 
that ran under your apartment, and ſome of the cabins 
belonging to the penfioners, before you came into that 
Office you are now in? 4 5 

A. The ſame drain remains now; it is a water 
drain, it conveys the water from the top of the Houle, 
it is a large barrel, and this drain is let into that; that 
is the thing, it has not been a new drain, or a new 
barrel. 1 11 r 
Q. Duke of Bolton. Whether the Officers have not 
all of them a ſet of inſtructions relative to their con- 
duct in Greenwich Hoſpital? _ 

A. We have inſtructions to be guided by, not re- 
lative to our conduct, but it is to regulate the pen- 
ſioners conduct, Ie | 

Q. But have the Officers no inſtructions? 

A. Theſe are inſtructions given us by the General 
Court, confirmed by the Admiralty, which inſtruc- 
tions we go by with regard to the regularity of the 
. penſioners, and the puniſhment that is inflicted upon 
them; ſometimes, in little points, it is left to the ma- 
jority of the Council, what they think right. _ 

f Q Are there no inſtructions to obey the orders of 
the Governor, and the Lieutenant-Governor ? - 

A. There are ſuch inſtructions. 

Qi. Have you ſuch orders? 

A. I have. 55 

Q. How far do you think thoſe orders reach? 

A. The naval Officers of Greenwich Hoſpital are 
ſet down in that Royal Aſylum, for their paſt ſer- 


vices; the Civil Officers, for what is expected from 
them, they are ſuppoſed to be active men, capable of 


doing their duty, or they are unfit; the Naval Offiers ; 
if I am not able to come out of my apartment, the 
Governor, or Lieutenant-Governor, cannot compel 
me to it; the Civil Officers are paid, for what is ex- 
pected from them; they are ſuppoſed not to be feeble 
men, bur men capable of doing their duty, xp. 

Q. But J aſk, if there are not inſtructions to obey 
the Lieutenant- Governor? 5 

A. Les. 5 | 

Q Then, if the Lieutenant-Governor orders you 
to inſpect the meat, are not you bound to do it? 

A. I ſhould defire him to give me a written order, 
if he deſired me to do any 1 thought not my 
duty, to juſtify me for doing an unwarrantable thing. 

Q. Did you ever know an inſtance of a written or- 
der being given in the Hoſpital to you, from the Go- 
vernor or Lieutenant - Governor, to do your duty ? 

A. I never was defired to do any thing improper 
by either of them; Captain Baillie never ſet me upon 
ſuch a thing as that in his life; if he had I would ſay, 
1 will obey you, if you will give me a written order; 
but I think this is not a Naval Officer's duty. 

Q. You don't know of any written order being 
given? | | 

A. No. EP 

Q. Did you ever inſpe& the meat, by the order of 
the Lieutenant-Governor ? 


order? 


. 


A. I never did; I recolle& when the Steward and 


the Clerk of the Cheque have ſent to me, L have gone 
there with the Captain of the Week; we have con- 
demned meat, and ſent away that which was not 
n the contract; and ſeveral times we have 

ent to market for the beſt meat that we could get; 


but ſometimes the meat bas appeared very fair ta the 


eye; ſome that appeared to be bull beef was as fair 
to the eye as could be; when it was boiled, it turned 
out to be hull beef; it would have deceived a but- 
cher we muſt have been raſcals to have done it de- 


6 Lag. you, whether you have not, by the orders 
of the Lieutenant-Governor, gone and inſpected the 
2 ernor, gone and inſpected th 
A. I cannot recollect that I ever received any par- 
ticular orders from the Lieutenant- Governor; I have 
gone in conſequence of the Civil Officers ſending. 
Q. Have you heard of any other Naval Officers 
going by order of the Licutenant-Governor? 
„„ -! ;: Eo 
Q. But had they any written order? 
A. If the thing had been wrong, a written order 
would not make it right. f x 


Q But you never knew of their having a written 


* 
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Q. You have talked of a Memorial that was 


brought to the Military Council of the Houſe, ' 


A. We looked upon ourſelves, till of late years, Ci- 
vilians ; we are kept upon the lift that we might have 
the half-pay, but we are all ſuperannuated in Green- 
wich Hoſpital. . | 5 
Q. But whether the Council of the Houſe has not 
been called the Military Council ? 8 OO 
A. There is but one Council. 
Q. But is that called a Military Council? 


Ky 


A. It is often called ſo by penſioners, and many 


others, but we call it a Council. | 
Q. Have you read the Commiſſion ? | 
A. I have. | 


Q. Do you remember whether it is there called a 


Military Council? —\ | 
A. I don't recollect particularly, _. - © 
Q With regard to that Memorial which was 
brought to the Council Board, complaining of Cap- 
tain Baillie when he was Lieutenant-Governor, which 
of the Chaplains was it that brought that Memorial 
forth? 3 | 
A. Neither of them. 
Q. Who brought it? : FR 
A. The preſent Lieutenant-Governor, Captain 
Mapleſden, I remember perfectly well, pulled it out 
of his boſom at Council. 5 
Q. Was there a majority of Military Officers at 
thac rune e 


a 


A. Certainly a great one, I think. 

Q. Was there a majority of Military Officers, for 
prelenting the Memorial, or not ? OE IS nt 
A. There was a majority of military at the Council. 

Q. Do you remember how many Military Officers 
were at the Council? | 

A. The books will tell. | | 

Q. Lou dont rememember particularly, that there 


was a majority of Military Officers, at the Council, 


againſt the Memorial ? 5 85 
A. I will repeat them if 1 can; Captain Baillie did 


endeavour to perſuade ſome not to ſign it; I will tell 
your Lordſhips who were the Officers that did not 
fign it; Captain Allwright, Lieutenant Kerr, Lieu- 
tenant Anſell, and, I believe, Lieutenant Lefevre, but 


J am not certain whether he was there or no, if he 


was, that makes four ; Lieutenant Kerr is here now. 


There were the preſent Lieutenant-Governor, Cap- 
tain Lynn, Captain Chads, Lieutenant Moyle, and. 


myſelf; five military Officers that did fign it. 
Q. Then you were five to four ? | 
A. I don't recolle& any more Naval Officers; I 


remember Lieutenant Kerr ſaid, he did not my 
W 
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what to do; he ſeemed very much agitated; I ſaid, 
every one muſt judge for himſelf. 

Q Who were the Civil Officers that were 
preſent ? | 

A. The Memorial is upon your Lordſhips table; 
1 really cannot recollect all of them. 

Q. With regard to what you have termed riots, 
what is the rule in Greenwich Hoſpital, about the 
penſioners being abſent ? What time of day are they 
allowed*to be abſent? And where do they go ? 

A. We have got a day-book, and a night-book ; 
no man is to abſent himſelf, by the rules of the 
Houſe, without leave ; there is a muſter every day in 
the week, except one; every man is to attend his 
muſter. | 

Q. What time is the multer ? 

A. At twelve o'clock. | 

Q. From twelve o'clock, what time have they leave 
of abſence ? | 

A. They muſt be in the gates by ten o'clock ; they 
have leave of abſence, when it does not interfere with 
their duty. 

Q What duty? Pr 

A. There is guard duty, and ſentry duty. | 

Q. They have leave of abſence to go where they 

leaſe ? 

l A. Yes; but thoſe men who were at your Lord- 
ſhips door, were here at eleven o'clock in the morn- 
ing; they ſhould have been at Greenwich Hoſpital at 
twelve o'clock, to attend their muſter. | 


Q. You have ſaid, that all complaints, made by 


any Officers, ought to be carried directly to the Coun- 
cil, and immediately taken notice of? | 

A. There is a Complaint-book, in which the com- 
plaiats are put down every day, the common com- 
plaints of quarrels between penſioners, and neglect of 
duty; but where the penfioners ſeem to be aggrieved, 
and want immediate redreſs, it is the duty ot the per- 
ſon who knows that, to acquaint the Commanding 
Officer upon the ſpot, who has a power to call a 
Council, and lay the matter before them as ſoon as 
poffible. 1 

Q. Was you preſent, perhaps a day, or two days, 
before the late fire, when Lieutenant Kerr came to 
Council and complained of the danger of fire in the 
Taylors room ? 


A. I don't recollect Lieutenant Kerr, or any other 


rſon, making any complaint in Greenwich Hoſpital 
ef danger my | | | 

Q. Before the fire began? 

A. It was not done, I will venture to ſay, by any 
Officer, as a matter laid before the Council; it might 
be mentioned in converſation. 

Q. In what-manner was it mentioned ? 

A. As far as I underſtand it was mentioned, that 
the Taylors room, they wiſhed it was removed; or 
ſomething of that ſort. 

Q. When was that? | 

A. 1 was not preſent; if I was, I did not at- 
tend to it; I heard that ſuch a thing had been men- 
tioned, | : 

Q. Was you at the Council when there was a refe- 
rence made to it, from the Board of Directors, touch- 
ing the allowance made to the men in money, ſome 
years ago, inftead of meat? | 

A. Does your Lordſhip mean the Chalk-off Liſt, or 
the Butler's Lift ? | 

Q. Both were mentioned. 

A. I cannot ſpeak poſitively to that; I do not re- 
collect that; but I know, in regard to the Butler's Liſt, 
and Chalk-off Liſt in particular, I have had com- 


plaints in the Hall made to me, in my duty week; 


but the complaint has been, that the Butler gave them 
proviſions inſtead of chalking them off, when it was 
their proper turn to be chalked off, and they looked 
upon it as a hardſhip to be obliged to take the pro- 
viſions; that I remember more than once or twice. 
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Q. But do you remember having been at Council 
when the Chalk- off Liſt was repreſented by the Coun- 
cil, to the Board of Directors, to be aboliſhed ? 

A. I recollect I ſaw at that time, and at that very 
time that it was done; I looked upon it as a thing 


that was neceſſary, but after that we re- conſidered it, 


and we found that there were very many deſerving, 
ſober, worthy fellows, in the Hoſpital, who had 
families ; and by letting them be chalked off, rhey 
could buy with this money, ſufficient to ſupport a 
wife and two or three children, when a ſmall allow- 
ance would not; it was in conſideration of bat, 
that I altered my opinion. 

Q. Did the Council take any fteps in conſequence 
of that, to ſignify to the Directors that they had al- 
tered their opinion ? | | 

A. It was not mentioned to the Directors, but 
that was my private opinion. | 

Q. Bur did the Court of Directors take any notice 


of that which was a unanimous reference to them 
from the Council ? | 


A. I believe they did examine into it, and found 
it would be productive of ill conſequences, that 


they did not at firſt foreſee, 
Q. Did the Board of Directors take any notice of 


it ? 
A. The Governor and Lieutenant-Governor, the 


Treaſurer, and the Auditor belonging to the Board 


of Directors, they might tell it to them. 

Q. Do you know that they did ? 

A. I do not know that they did. 

Q. Did they comply with the unanimous recom- 
mendation of the Council ? 


A. I did not hear that there was any altera- 
tion. | 


Q. You muſt know whether there was or not? 
A. I believe not; and that becauſe it was in con- 


ſideration of being of ſervice to many deſerving men 


and their families, | 
Q. Was the unanimous requeſt of the Council 


complied with by the Court of Directors? 15 


A. I believe not. | 8 
Q. Was any reaſon given why they did not com- 
ply with it? | | 


A. In private it was mentioned, but not in a 
formal manner to the Council. 


Lieutenant MOYLE. called by Lord Sandwich. 


Q. Lords Dudley and Cheſterfield. Whether y ou 
* preſent at the meaſurement taken of the linen? 
. I was. | 


Q. How did you proceed in taking ſuch mea- 
ſurement ? 

A. There was a ſtandard of the length that was 

ropoſed by the Houſe, it was originally ſo ; one 
long ſtick *, and at one end of it, it was marked a 


quarter of a yard, a nail, and a half nail; and there 


was one perſon ſtood at one end; Captain Chadds 


Was at one end, I was at the other. 


5 How many years have you been in the Hof- 
pital * | -- 


A. Above thirty. 


ſhirts or ſheets? 

A. Never that I heard, 

Q Does the preſent Steward, Godby, exerciſe 
his Office duly ? | 

A. I think he does; he frequently has called 
upon me as an old Officer, to adviſe with me; my 
apartment is cloſe to his Office. | 

Q. ls there any occaſion of complaint againſt him ? 

A. I never conceived that there was. 

Q. Duke of Richmond. Whether you have had 
any additions made to your apartments within 
theſe few years? 

A. Certainly, 


Q. Did you ever hear the men complain of their 


* This is a new moce of meaſuring linen, with a long pole or ſtick, two yards and an half long, with a perſon at each end 


ſtretching out the ſheets, &c. 


Ss Q. What 
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Q. What are they ? 
A. A ſmall parlour, and a bed-room. 
Q. Has not your kitchen been enlarged ? 
"MW Woof Hs 2 
Q. Have not the walls been removed from their 
foundations, in order to make that ? 
A. None. . 5 | 
Q. Has not there been a party-wall removed? 
A. There was a plaiſter wall, but it had no con- 
nexion with any foundation wall. | 
Q. Is your's a large kitchen ? | 
A. It is a very good kitchen: before it was en- 


Jarged, it was but ſeven feet wide; and I had a 


family then of ſeven children. „„ 
QQ Is there any kitchen in the Hoſpital larger 

than your's ? | 0067 
A. I don't know; yes, I believe there is. 

Q. How many ? | | 
A. I ſpeak only 1 I never meaſured any 
of them; I believe there may be two, 5 
Q. Which are they? 


A. I believe the Lieutenant-Governor's, but I 


am not certain, I never meaſured it; nor I don't. 


know that I have been in it ſince it has been his 
apartment. „ 5 th 

Q. Are you ſure that your kitchen is not ſo 
large as the Lieutenant-Governor's? 5 
A. I don't know that I was ever in it but once 
in my life, and that is twenty years ago. 

Q What do you gueſs about it? 

A. I cannot gueſs; I am at your Lordſhips bar 
upon my. oath, fs 
Q. Do you know whether there have been any 
ſeafaring men introduced into what is called the 
Civil Eſtabliſhment, within tneſe laſt ſeven years? 

A. I recollect that there was a Cook's Mate made 
from one of the penſioners; a man behaved with 
great integrity in the kitchen, when he was an un- 
derling ; and for that reaſon he was made a Mate 
when there was a vacancy ; he was appointed, I 


believe, at the recommendation of Captain Baillie ; - 


I think I have heard ſo; but I don't ſpeak poſi- 
tively to that. „% Tor © 

O. Was you preſent at the Council that voted to 
aboliſh the Chalk-off Liſt, and to recommend it to 


the Court of Directors to aboliſh it? 2 


A. I believe I was at the Council; but whether the 
Minute was in that nature, I cannot ſay; I think 
it rather a reference from the Board of Directors 
to the Council, for their opinion, with regard to the 
utility. 8 | 

Q. Do you recolle& whether they did not re- 
commend in conſequence of that reference, that the 
Chalk-off Liſt ſnould be aboliſned? 

A. I believe they did. 8. ä 
Qi. Do you recollect whether that recommenda- 
tion was unanimous? | | 


A. I cannot recollect, it is a good while 280. 


In trifling matters I have many times obſerved it, 

in gentlemen whoſe converſation upon the points 
have been different to their views, they have given 
into it at laſt, becauſe they have ſeen that there has 


been a great majority in favour. of them; and they 


were not willing to enter into diſputes, or to make 
a difference in the Council, but to give it up ; and 
I believe that I was one of thoſe, from an obſerva- 
tion, that from a long time that I have been in the 
Hoſpital, I have known the penſioners, who many 
of them have wives and families; have ſolicited to 
be on that liſt, on account of aſſiſting their families; 
that in the winter time, they could with the money 
they ſold their meat for to the Butler, they could 


_ a meſs with the broth to ſupply their fami- 
les. | 1277 r . 

Q. Is it the practice of the Clerk of the Council, 
to ſet down, that it is the 4narimous recommenda- 
tion, when any body differs ? : 


A. I believe not—it then ſays, 1 believe, by a 


majority. 
Q. Then if that recommendation is ſaid to be 


to ſpeak as a feaman. 


_ unanimous in the Council books, do you imaging 


or not, that it was unanimous ? | | 
A. I have mentioned the reaſon with reſpe& to 
myſelf; I can'anſwer for no one but myſelf; I did 


conſent to that, though at the ſame time I thought 


it was better as it was. 71 | 
Q. And yet did you conſent to have it ſer down 


unanimouſly, that it was your opinion when it was 


not ? 


any diſhonour or diſcredit to myſelf, I think ; when 
I have ſeen that a number of gentlemen were of 
opinion different from what I have been arguing for, 


1 have acquieſced for the ſake of quietneſs and peace, 
not to make uneaſineſs in the Council, where the 
point is not of any conſequence; and in this caſe 


there was a great majority, and 1 went with the tide, 
Q. Do you frequently give up your opinion when 
you find there is a majority ? HD 
A. Not always. FI | 
Q. Do you ſubmit to its being fer down, that it is 
your opinion, when the thing 1s contrary to your 


opinion? 


A. I have anſwered that already, and can only 
give the ſame anſwer; where I have in many caſes 


ſeen a number of gentlemen that were of a different 


opinion from mine, and where the thing has been 
of a trifling nature, I have given up my opinion; 
J have ſaid, let it go as you pleaſe. 


5 Q. Then how is it poſſible for the Court 1 


Directors, to whom you made that recommendation, 


to know whether it was the unanimous: opinion of 


the Council, or not 2 
A. There were, I believe, a great number of 


gentlemen that ſigned it; I do not recollect the 
exact particulars, it is a great While ago; if it is 
thought even a fault in me, I do not mean to hide 
it from the Committee; in the mode I have acted. 


I do not feel myſelf aſhamed of it. 
Q. Who is the fourth Captain of Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital ? Oo. | | 
A. I cannot ſay; I have never ſeen him, I be- 
lieve. e | 
Q. What is his names? | 
A. I do not know, as he has never. been among 
Q. Is it Captain C-? . 
A I think it is not, I only ſpeak upon hearſay, I 
dont ſay poſitively; there has been no Captain appeared 


ſince Captain Mapleſden was appointed Lieutenant- 


Governor, . which made a. riſe up of the Captains, 
I 1ave never ſeen any perſon that I recollect. | 
Q.. Did you never. underſtandthat Captain Chadds 


was under an obligation to give up his ſtation in the 


Hoſpital, if.Mr. Cooke returned ? 


A. I have heard that in converſation, but can ſay 


nothing certain as to that. £2 | 

Q. You do not know any thing of Captain 
Cooke's having reſigned to Captain Chadds upon 
that condition ? - ?“ 
A. I know nothing about that. 

Q. When you was preſent at the meaſuring of the 
linen, you ſaid you ſtood at one endof the meaſure, and 


Captain Chadds at the other; did you, upon that 


meaſuring, find all the linen to be of the regular 
ſtandard of the Hoſpital ? | | 

A. No, certainly not, I did not expect to find it; 
but if your L.ordſhips will permit me to refer to a 
note, which I took: at the time, I will acquaint your 
Lordſhips, how I found the meaſurement, one thou- 
fand two hundred and ninety ſheets that I was at the 
meaſurement of. myſelf, and then I ſigned a paper, 
which is, I believe, before, your Lordſhips, with re- 
ſpect to it, I have a note, I put ia my book at the 
time, that I cannot without looking at that, be par- 
ticular 1: 47s 40G 14 W 

Q. Look at your notes ? 

A. (Refers to bis notes.) On March the 27th, and 


the 29th, 1779, Mr. Godby called on me, and begged | 


17 


A. I did; avd_ have, in many inſtances, without | 
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it 28 a favour, that I would go with Captain Chadds 
und Captain Lynn, himſelf and the Clerk of the 
Cheque, to meaſure ſome linen; I ſaw meaſured one 


thouſand two hundred and ninety ſheets, there were 


. fixty, one nail over the ſtandard ; ten, two nails over 
the ſtandard; one, a quarter of a yard over the ſtand- 


ard, fix hundred and fifteen were agreeable to the 


ſtandard; three hundred ninety-five, one nail under 
the ſtandard z one hundred and ſixty eight, two nails 
under the ſtandard thirty-five were three nails under 
the ſtandard ; ſix, four nails under the ſtandard, ma- 
king in the whole, one thouſand two hundred and 
' ninety, 2 | 
Q Were any of the ſhirts meaſured. at the ſame 
time? N 

A. Yes; I was at the meaſuring of five hundred 
ſhirts ; I believe it was the next day; the ſtandard 
length of the ſhirts, I underſtand to be one yard, 
a nail and a half, there were two hundred and twenty- 


eight agreeable to the ſtandard; two hundred and ſix, Q 
quiry take you? 


were half a nail under the ſtandard; fifty- eight, one 
nail and a half under the ſtandard; eight, two nails 
and an half under the ſtandard, that made up five 
hundred. 5 6 | 
Q. Were there any over the ſtandard ? 
A. There were not. 3 
Q. Have you ever been preſent at the meaſuring 
any linen, in any former year ? 


A. No; I never was called upon; I was aſked upon 
this occaſion; we went to various parts of the Hoſ- 
to be enquired into, they ſent the parites up to me; 


pital, we went to the Infirmary to both the Matrons 
depoſitories, where they kept the linen, where they 
took them down promiſcuouſly, and Captain Lynn, 
who was one of the gentlemen that was with us, he 
acted as Secretary, as a cheque upon the other, and 
one of Mr. Godby's clerks at the other table took 
down, and when they had done, it was in our pre- 


ſence ſummed up and compared, whether they were 


right or not, and what I have read to your Lord- 
ſhips is the reſult of the examination. 
Q. Were they new ſhirts or old ? 
A. Old ſhirts. | | | 
Q. You ſay the ſtandard is one yard, one nail and 
an half? | ; f 
A. I think fo. 5 „ 
Qi. When you ſay the word ſtandard, that I under- 
ſtand to be a good ſtandard meaſure for a middle 
ſized man, or a tolerable ſized man? 
A. I underſtand it to be the meaſure that has al- 
ways been allowed. | | 


leſs, according to the tallneſs and ſize of the men? 
A. There is likewiſe extraordinary ſhirts allowed, 
where there is a greater quantity of linen in the ſhirt, 
where a man proves a very tall man, they are ſo exact, 
that if a tall man comes into the ward, where a ſhort 
man has been, and his ſhirt, which if he is a very 
ſhort man, he muſt have it reduced from the ſtandard 
imagine; ſo he has nothing elſe to do, but to 80 
to his nurſe, and tell her, that ſhirt is roo ſhort for 
him, ſhe carries it to the Steward's Office, and it is 
changed immediately for another that fits him, that 
has been the practice all the time I have been in the 
mo... :---- | 3 
Qi. Had it been the practice before Captain Bail- 
laies book came out, to ſend for the officers to ſe 
the. linen meaſured ? bo | 
A. No, I never heard that it was. | 
. [ Lientenant Moyle withdre w 


Sir JOHN FIELDING called in. 


Q. Did Lord Sandwich ſend to you immediately 
upon the news of the fire at Greenwich ? 
A. Yes. | 
Q What directions did he give to you? 
A. He wiſhed to have the matter enquired into, 
and I then told his Lordſhip what I thought would 
be very proper ſteps to be taken for that purpoſe 


* 


ber of this Honourable Houſe. 


and he directed the Secretary, Mr. Stephens, to take 


down thoſe directions; thoſe directions, to the beſt 
of my recollection, were, that the Governor of Green- 


wich Hoſpital be deſired, to collect all the parties 
that were upon the ſpot where the fire took place, the 
day before the fire happened; and that he ſhould 
alſo collect all the people that came to the fire, at 


the firſt appearance of it, and have all thoſe people 

ready together, that they be examined at a day af- 
fixed, which was I believe, a day or two after the fire, 
ſo that the directions in reality were given by me, 


and not by my Lord Sandwich, 


Q. In conſequence of that, did you make a ſtrict 


enquiry into the matter? 


A. 1 did, as elaborate an enquiry as ever I miade in 


my life, and founded upon the horror I had of ſuch 


a tranſaction, for it was repreſented to me, before J 
enquired into it, as if it might have been done ma- 
liciouſly. | „%ͤͤ ᷑ èrñ EFT ag 

Q How many days, or what time did that en- 


A. The enquir of the people in the Hoſpital 


took two days, the ſubſequent enquiries, for we were 
not content in taking the facts as they ſtood, but we 
went farther, and even purſued every little hearſay; 
of any old nurſe, or any drunken penſioner, or what- 


ever had been ſaid from time to time; the enquiry 


continued about a fortnight, but two days only at 


Greenwich; afterwards the perſons were ſent up to me 
by Sir Charles Hardy ; whenever there was any thing 


they were all examined upon oath, and all the eſſential 
parts of the examination were taken in writing, and 


ſigned by the parties, | $3 
QQ Do you know whether the Captain of the Week, 
and the Officers of Greenwich Hoſpital, were exa- 
mined upon oath ? | | 


A. The informations are in the hands of the Se- 
cretary of the Admiralty, Mr, Ibbetſon, that will 


ſhow, I do not immediately recolle& all the names of 
the Officers, but being acquainted with one of them, 


I particularly recollect, that the oath of Captain All- 
wright was taken; the mode we took was this, I con- 


ſidered that the fire muſt have ariſen, either from ac- 
cident, from intereſt, or from malice, and to thoſe 


three points every perſon was examined ; they were 


ſuffered firſt to tell their ſtories, and if they knew no- 


thing that I thought was matter of importance at all, 
we did not take it in writing, only took looſe mi- 


nutes of it and they are in the hands of Mr. Ibbetſon. 


Q. Do not you apprehend, there requires more or Q. Upon the whole then, did you do every thing 


” 


that was in your power to inveſtigate that matter to 


the bottom? 


A. I am ſure, before ſuch a reſpectable body as 
this, it would be vanity in me to ſay, what enquiry 
I did make; but I believe all the parties that heard 
it were ſatisfied, I was acting the part of an upright 
man, and a good magiſtrate ; and I did every thing 
in my power, and am ſatisfied that the affidavits, 
when they come to be read, will convince every Mem- 
Q. From this examination, where did it appear 
that the fire had ariſen ? e 5 | 
A. There is an apartment called the Taylors ſhop ; 
this apartment goes out of the regulated part of the 


Hoſpital, called the Duke of York's ward, up a few 


ſteps, into this Taylors room; it appeared ſatisfac- 
torily, as will appear from the informations, that it 


did not break out in the Taylors ſhop, for the proof 


of putting out the fire is ſo well eſtabliſhed, and the 


proof of people being in that room, when the fire 


was diſcovered, is equally ſo well eſtabliſhed, that 


it was morally impoſſible that that fire could break out 


in that cloſe ſhop; the fire from the evidence, will 
appear to be under this Taylors ſhop, there the ſear 
of the fire was, and there was no fire at the time when 
the fire was under the ſhop, no appearance of fire in 
the ſhop, that appears clearly to demonſtration, fro 


A 


the nature of the evidence“. | 2 


® See Lieutenant Kerr's evidence, page 68, 


* 
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 Q. What was the place under the ſnop? 

| 2 The cieling 8 the floor of the Taylors 
| ſhop covers over, with ſome little diſtant ſpace, the 
alcove of the altar piece ; for, in order that we might 
inveſtigate this matter with exactneſs, which is a 
thing of very great conſequence, Mr. Mylpe, the 
Surv there, a very ingenious man, as I could 


not ſee objects ſo well, he made a model of the un- 


der part of the floor, covering over the altar piece, 
where the fire evidently was ſcen. 13 

| 2 ſort of a place did you ſay was under 
the Taylors ſhop? 


A. Firſt there is a floor, then under that a vacant 
place not uſed for any purpoſe whatever, but covered, 
'over the alcove of the altar piece, in the Chapel, 
which is fituated almoſt all the way under this 
Taylors ſhop, 3 3 

Q. Where did it appear that the fire began, in 
the alcove of the Chapel, or in what vacant place ? 


A. It did not appear from any circumſtance or 


fact, that we could ſupport, that we could form a 
real fair conjecture, that it aroſe from accident, from 
the Taylors ſhop, from intereſt, or from malice ; 
now from intereſt, we had a ſtrong preſumptive 
evidence it might ariſe from that quarter ; and that 
from this principle, the Contractor for making the 
cloaths, is, as I found, a mere Contractor tor labour, 
and therefore was not neceſſary to be a man of pro- 
perty; indeed, he turned out to be fo low life a fel- 
ak that he could ſcarce find money to pay his 
men; but he was obliged to find very ample ſecu- 
rities for the property he was entruſted with; now, 
before this fire happened, he had near zoo ſuits of 
cloaths, ready made, that he was to deliver out; the 
cloth had been given out to him by the pro- 

r Officers of the Charity; therefore, it was ima- 
gined, that if he did not account for this cloth, and 
the cloaths being in the Houſe at the time of the 
| fire, that he might have embezzled the property en- 
truſted to his care, and have done this malicioufly, 
in order to conceal his own villainy ; but upon pur- 
ſuing that enquiry upon the principle of intereſt, it 


appeared very clearly and ſatisfactorily, that all the 


Property -of the Hoſpital was in the Taylor's ſhop 
the night previous to the fire. From an apprehen- 
ſion that he might have done ſomething of this ſort, 
the Governor was kind enough to have patterns of 
all the different cloths delivered to him, and they 
. purſued the enquiry throughout all the Pawabrokers 
of London, to ſee if any thing of that ſort had been 
pawned; ſo that it turned out clearly, that there 
was no motive of intereſt in this Contractor to do 
this villainous act. 
Q. What did it appear then, from this examina- 
tion, was the cauſe of the fire. 8 0 | 
A. No cauſe could be aſſigned, for it remains 
now in as much a ſtate of obſcurity, as it did at the 
firſt moment ; and perhaps may be a great while, 
and perhaps for ever. Va 
Q At what time of the day was the fire firſt diſ- 
covered ? 1 | x 
A. I think about fix in the morning. | 
Q. Were there any people at that time at work in 
the Taylors ſhop ? | 5 | 
A. No, the circumſtance was this; I can remem- 
ber it exceeding well ; when we came to enquire into 
the people, who went to this ſhop in the mornin 
for the key, entruſted by the Contractor with his 
ſervant, he went to town that night; a boy, a ſort 
of an apprentice or clerk, or ſomething of that 
kind, ſent wich the journeymen, in order to let them 
into the ſhop, and upon Keek into the ſhop, thoſe 
ſix ſteps that lead from the Hoſpital to the Taylors 
ſhop, have a door at the top, and a door at the bot- 
tom; when they unlocked the door at the bottom, 
the ſmoak then came out from between the chinks 
of the door, that lead up to the upper door; ſo that 
it was a little paſſage between two doors, one di- 
rely leading into the ſhop, the other directly lead- 


the Taylors ſhop late the night before ? 
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ing out of the Duke's ward to thoſe ſteps; whi 

they opened the firſt door, there was GPs 3 
ſmoak came from under the ſteps, that they were not 
able to get up: but however, one or two men, whoſe 
informations were taken, did get up, went into the 
Taylors ſhop, one with a candle and lanthern in 


his hand, walked round the ſhop, and ſaw no fire, 
upon this diſcovery the proper Offrers attended, 


proper alarms were given, and every thing was 
done that was neceſſary upon the occaſion, but as the 
fire was under the ſhop, and they did not rip up the 
ſteps immediately, to ſee where the ſeat and origin 
of it was, till ſuch time as it was got to ſuch a height, 


to conteal the origin of the fire, Which was never 


diſcovered. 5 

Q. Who were thoſe men that went round the 
op with a candle and lanthorn in tueir hands? 
Were they the Taylors. | | 
A. There was a Boatſwain and a Taylor, and 
two or three indifferent people; it is proved very 
ſubſtantially by three or four different evidences, 
Q. Was there not a woman that ſwofe that the 
fire was ſeen in the Taylors ſhop? - 

A. There was a woman that ſpoke from hearſay 
evidence, which, when traced up, came to nothing, 
that a man had been ſeen ſmoaking in the ſhop 2 
long time before. 1585 9 6 

Q. It was hinted to you, that it might be ſet on 
fire maliciouſly ; who hinted that to you? 

A. I forget that; the three perſons who were pre- 


ſent, when 1 firft heard of it, were Mr. Stephens, 


Mr. Cooke, and my Lord Sand wich; but there Were 
no hints from them, but the conjecture rather 4rbſe = 
to my own mind, from the hiſtory they were giving 
of ſome great diſputes that had been in the Habits! 
It is natural when enquiring into the cauſe of a thing, 
to ſee what motives were likely to produce it; 1 
had not heard of this diſpute about Captain Baillie 


at this time; but when they mentioned to me that 
there were diſputes in the Hoſpital, that it might poſ- 


fibly arife from malice. 

Q.: You ſay it was not hinted to 
thoſe perſons you named? 

A. No, my method is always to go immediately 
to ſee what motives.can produce the fact, to enquire 
into the origin of any thing, from a conviction, that 
all human actions muſt have an adequate motive. 

Q. Did the Taylors room appear to be a boarded 
room ? | | | 

A. It Was. | | 

Q. Do you think, upon the whole, that it was 
neglectful or not, to ſuffer a room of that ſort to be 
in the care of the Taylor ? | ; 

A. It is an abfurdity in itſelf; for any garriſon, 
or place, to have a ſet of outlaws in it, or in a ſhip ; 
I have had the honour to ferve his Majeſty on board 
a ſhip; if all the parts of that ſhip were under due 
regulation, and there was an outlawed place in the 
forecaſtle, or down in the hold, it would be an ex- 
ceeding abſurd thing; and to leave a body of thirty 
Taylors drinking gin all day, in fuch a place as that, 
appears to me to be an irregularity. | 

Q.: I beg you will ſay, whether there came out up- 
on that examination, that there had been people in 


you by any of 


A. No; it appeared the fire happened the morn- 
ing after New-year's day ; the Taylors, as they called 
it, knocked off the day before at three or four 
o'clock, to keep New- year's day, to make holiday; 
then it was neceſſary to ſhew who were the people 
that was in this place, at the time of ſhutting up 
the ſhop; there was the Maſter Taylor himſelf, bis 
clerk, and one or two indifferent people belonging 
to the Hoſpital, a kind of ſcours, who came there 
to do any little office, were all there at the putting 
out of the fire; and the deſcription of the manner 
of putting out that fire, is ſer forth in their infor- 
mation; it was the middle of t! e day, there was no 
neceſſity for a candle; there were no goods packing 


vp 


aciy light whatever; and they carried their obſerva- 


tions of putting out the fire to ſuch minuteneſs, that 


after they had raked the fire out, they threw. water 
upon the cinders when they were upon the hearth, 


and pulled the circular fendet out, to prevent any 
miſchief happening; fo that the care upon putting 


out the fire, ſeems to me to be exceeding]y ſatis- 


factory. 


Q. How many people, in general, | did it appear, 


worked in that place? _ 3 | 
A. Upon an average, thirty. This man contracts 


only for labour; and, upon examination, I find they 
got very little out of every ſuit of cloaths ; they only 
_ contracted for the labour and the trimmings, ſo that 


the profits arifing were very low; and I do fuppoſe; 


that the Taylor's employed were of the loweſt. 


. otder. | | 
Q. Did ic appear that they had gin there tv drink? 
A. It appeared, that the maſter Taylor uſed to 


have a keg of gin in his cutting room, and to ſerve. 


it out to his men. 
candle-light? 


time they did. 1 7 
Q. You ſaid Captain Allwright was examined 
upon oath ? TOR IS 


. 


A. He ſeemed to me the earlieſt perſon there that 


could give any account, and he is a gentleman J hap- 


pened to have a particular knowledge and acquain- 


tance with; he is a very amiable worthy man; I 
do myſelf, I may be wrong in my judgment, but I 
do think, that upon the difference of opinion that 
aroſe between him and a very active fellow that was 


there, who was going to rip up the ſteps and pull 


down all before him, that he might ſce the ſeat of 


the fire ; he was prevented from doing it by this 


idea, whether right or wrong I do not ſay ; they ſaid, 


fire z now if they had taken up thele fix ſteps in- 
ſtantaneouſly, they muſt have ſeen where the feat of 
the fire was; | ANT 


Q.: Who adviſed taking them up? 


| A. A ſpirited fellow, I think his name is Cox, © 


Q. Did you ever hear what is the amount of the 
damage by the fire at Greenwich Hoſpital? 
A. No. | J 
Qi. You have mentioned Captain Allwright; what 
character does he bear in general? . 


A. What 1 know of him is this; he is a gentle 
man that has been protęcted from his early youth by 


the Duke of Bolton, and I have ſeen him hundreds 


and hundreds of times at Chatham with the Duke's 
relations, and 1 always conſidered him as à very 


amiable, modeſt, worthy man ; he did apply to me 
two or three years ago, together. with Lieutenant- 
Governor Baillie, in order to proſecute ſome men 


that had been guilty of ſome robberies in the Hoſpi- 


tal; and Captain Baillie and Captain Allwright car- 
ried on their proſecutions with a great deal of ſpirit 
and propriety; I never ſaw Captain Baillie but at 

that time in my life, but Captain Allwright I have 
known many years ; he is as amiable a man as I-ever 
knew in my life, „ . 
Q. And is Captain Allwright likely to fide with 
N that is cauſing great diſturbances in the Hoſ- 
pita A ; 

A. He ſeems to me the contrary ; he appears to 
be a man of a tranquil temper, a polite well-behaved 
AQ | 8 

Q. You could give credit to his opinion? 

A. As ſoon as any man I know. * 


[Sir Jobn Fielding withdrew. 
Captain CHADDS called in again. 


Qi. Lord Dudley. Whether you know any thing 
of a dupute and a quarrel between two gentlemen 


: relling. | 


the civil employ ?* + 
n 
Who are they? 


* 
Y * 
we" 


A. Lieutenant Smith ard Mr. Mylne, the Sur? 
veyor of the Works. > 133120 6-H C1 


x 


hitn to relate his ſtory to me, and I would give him 


my advice very cordially ; he ſaid laſt night we were 


at the club; the ſubject was Captain Baillie's book, 


which was the Cauſe of this diſturbance; they had 
ſome altercations there upon it; I was not preſent; 


this is as Lieutenant Smith told me; when the club 


broke up, they withdrew ; Mr. Mylne was going to 
4 | „„ Woes his apartments along with another gentleman. 
Q. Did it appear they uſed to work there by 


+ Q. Be ſo good as to confine what you ſay, to tell 


As what part you had in making up this diſpute? 
A. Thar I do not recolle&t ; I ſuppoſe in widte r 


A. Mr. Mylne was. going to his apartments; Mr. 
Smith followed him; Mr. Smith came up with him, 
cloſe to his apartments; they had ' ſome altercations 
there; this is as Lieutenant Smith ſaid 5 words en- 


ſued, and then blows ; which ſtruck firſt, I cannot 
ſay; Mr; Mylne, I believe, was more ſucceſsful 


than Lieutenant Smith, and knocked him down; I 


ſaid; T think you are to blame, that is my opinion of 


the matter; for had you gone to your apartments, 


this thing would not have happened, for Mr. Mylne 
was gone. to his apartriient,' therefore you are the 


aggreſſor by following him; I thought a challenge 


would enſue; and as an Officer of the Houſe, 1 
thought it would be a reflection upon gentlemen of 
that Houſe to ſuffer two gentlemen to fight; | begged 


of Lieutenant Smith to let me interfere in the mat- 


tet; he ſaid he thought he was ill uſed, but would 


abide by what I ſaid; I interfered ; I begged: of the 


8 to pitch upon two gentlemen, on each 


de, and we would hear the whole ſtory; there 
were three Military Officers; I was one, and one 
Civil: we ſettled the affair, made them friends; and 
they are ſo to this day for what I know, and there- 
fore there was no complaint made by theſe gentle- 


men to Captain Baillie; and what he has ſaid, is 


from hearſay ; it is a point of honour; we made 
them friends, and they are friends to this moment. 

Q. He did not reptat it to you as if it was any 
quarrel between the Civil and Military? 


A. None, in the leaſt; I was not preſent; I un- 


derſtood it was diſputing about Captain Baillic's 


book, which threw every body into confuſion in the 
Hoſpiral when it came forth; I never knew of any 


Rn. 2 1 1 
Q After you had made this matter up, you un- 

derſtood it was a thing to die? e 
A. Entirely; I never heard it mentioned from 


quarrel in the Hoſpital till that book did come 


that time, till I heard it mentioned at your Lord- 


ſhips Bar, that a Military Officer was knocked 
down; 1 thought it my duty to prevent their quar- 


Croſs. Examination. 


Q. 1 ſhall beg to know whether is appeared from 
your examination that” Mr. Mylne ſtruck firſt, or 


Mr. Smith? 


A. Upon my word and honour, I believe neither 
of them knew who ſtruck firſt ; they had words, and 
blows enſued immediately; I never heard them. ſay 
which; however, the affair was made up with ho- 
nour to them both, as gentlemen, and they are 
friends to this moment; I gave Lieutenant Smith 
my opinion; I thought he was wrong, and. I believe 


he thought ſo himſelf; if he had gone t5 his apart- 


'F* x ments, 


*O > 


161 
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Q. Can you tell us any thing that paſſed upon 
tit . And ae Or 
„ . r fummer; Lieutenant Smith 
ſent to me, and deſited to ſpeak with me; I accord- 
ingly went to him; he told me he had had ſome dif- 
ference the night before with Mr. Mylne, and would 
be glad of my advice how to act upon it; as I was a 
Military Officer, and he was a Military Officer, I told 


firſt? 
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ments, there would have been no. blows ; they are 
both reſpectable gentlemen in their characters in the 
Hoſpital. | ONE 


Q. But it is material to know whether an Archi- 


te& or Clerk of the Works is to take upon himſelf 
to ſtrike an officer? 1010 
A. If an Officer will follow an Architect, or a 


Civil Officer, I think that Civil Officer: is to defend 


himſelf, as 1 ſaid ; if that Officer had 1555 to his 
apartments, this matter would not have ha d 
Q. I aſked you a plain queſtion; which ſtruck 


A. Idon'tknow which ſtruck firlt 4, but it appeared, 


to me that Lieutenant Smith was the aggreſſor, be- 
cauſe he followed him to his apartments; they both des „ 4g | 
attentively conſidering the articles, I found there 


were reconciled, and ſhook nands. 


Q. Whether you imagine that either of them wiſhed | 


the matter ever to be mentioned again? 5 
A. Never did; for we were bound in ſecrecy; 
the gentlemen that made it up, we looked upon it 
a point of honour; if we made them friends, that is 
enough; they both ſhook hands, and were contented. 

| | [Captain Chadds withdrew. 


| JOHN MORGAN, EG. called in. 


Q. Pleaſe to inform the Houſe what you know 


reſpecting the pretenſions of the butchers for ſerving 


the Hoſpital with bull beef. 


A. I truſt your Lordſhips will permit me, in the 


firſt inſtance, to give a full anſwer to the ecken 5 
tions 

have been thrown out againſt the whole Board of 
Directors reſpecting their conduct in the proſecution . of 
dence was given of ten breaches having been made; 


for this reaſon, that many great and groſs refle 


of Mr. Melliſh, the contracting butcher. wee 
Q. Be ſo good as merely to relate the facts rela- 
tive to the proſecution of the butcher ? 5 


A. My Lords, che opinion of the ſtanding Court 
of Greenwich Hoſpital was taken with reſpect to the 
mode of proceeding againſt  Melliſh ; that opinion 


was laid before me as a Counſel for the Mapa, 
and as a pleader for the purpoſe of drawing a decla- 


ration, or two declarations, againſt. the Contractor; 
the opinion of the ſtanding Counſel, was, that the 


proceedings ſhould be taken upon the Board ; there 


are two contracts; the one entered into in 17743, 


the other in 17753 one of the Boards was made to, 


Mr. Hicks &, and others; the. ſecond Board was 


made to Sir Charles Hardy, and others; in conſe- 


quence of the Boards being ſo made, the complaints 


could not be conſolidated into one action, but muſt 
neceſſarily be divided into two; I drew one, if not 
both the declarations, and I think that was in Hillary 
Term; the utmoſt expedition that J could uſe, was 
uſed upon that occaſion ; the declarations were both 
delivered in both ſuits, in Michaelmas, according to 
the information which I have received, and do not 
doubt to be trye, for pleading was obtained by the 
defendant ; that the original declaration ſtated merely 
the bonds, withour taking notice of the conditions, 

being the uſual mode of pleading, it was incumbent, 
upon the Defendant, when he gave an anſwer. to the 

charge againſt him, firſt, to ſtate the condition of 
the bond; I am ſpeaking now in each, action; the 
condition appeared to be Bo the performance. of the 
covenants in articles ; the Defendant then ſtated. thoſe 
articles in each action; when Jam ſpeaking of one, 

I beg to be underſtood as ſpeaking of both. When 


he ſtated the articles, he had no other anſwer to 


give, but that he had fully performed his cave- 
nants; the covenants related to providing the Hoſ- 
pital with the beſt fat ox beef, and I think the beſt 
weather mutton z bur, in fact, the various kinds of 
meat to be provided by the Contractor. were to be 
of every kind the beſt; one of the bonds was in the 
penalty of 3ool. the other, in the penalty of ;o0l. 
the pleadings of courſe, on the behalf of the defendant, 
were long; when the defendant had delivered in 


A ſervant to the Hoſpital ; the Sixpenny Receiver. 


ppened. . 
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his eas they were laid before me, with inſtructions 
to draw, replications, and then it was eſſentially ne: 
ceſlary to conlider the true nature of the cafe, and 
what was belt. to be done for the Hoſpital. When! 


7 


came to conſider the true ngrage of, The ee 
were ſtated, I found what 


ta ound. wl conceived would be a 
vaſt advantage to the Hoſpital for I diſcovered, 
that vorweg the complaints had been ſaid to 
be made innumerable, yer at the ſame time. that 


there was very little evidence; and I was perfectly 


convinced, that if in replying I aſſigned my breaches 
enerally, and left it to the Jury to aſcertain the 
amage, that the Jury would not have before them 
evidence ſufficient upon each of the breaches, that 
I could aſſign to give ten ſhillings damages; but in 


- apply to the caſe in queſtion; that is this, that upon 


every breach, the defendant ſhouid forfeit ten pounds 


each breach; I thought my beſt way was to aſſign 


my breaches, and aſſign likewiſe upon my replica. 
tion, that the defendant had forfeited 191, upon 
each breach; we had a conſultation with Mr. Wal- 
lace; he was of opinion, that the action, upon the 


laſt contract, ſhould be firſt tried, becauſe there was 


much better evidence to ſupport the action in that 


caſe than in the other, and therefore it would be moſt 
eligible for the Hoſpital to try only that one; the 
Defendant obtained time, and a variety of delays 
unavoidahly enſued, which the Solicitor for the Hoſ- 
pital could not by any means avoid. At laſt, one 
of the eauſes came to be tried at Guildhall, by a 
Special Jury, before the noble Lord that prelides in 
the Court of King's-Bench. Upon that trial, evi- 


there was ſome ſlight evidence of an eleventh breach, 


but not ſufficiently ſtrong to go to a Jury; the Jury 
gave upon each breach 101. that made 100l. in that 


action, excluſive of the 100l. damages; the De- 
fendant paid coſts, 1081. 10s. | 
After this the Directors gave orders to proceed in 
the ſecond action upon the firſt Contract; many dif- 
ficulties enſued in collecting evidence, by a variety 
of delays that it was impoſſible to avoid; that cauſe 
continued for ſome time before it came to a trial, it 
afterwards came on to be appointed in the vacation, 
which was ſo. extremely ſhort, that the cauſe ſtood 
poſtponed, and when my Lord Mansfield was, moved 
to appoint a day, there aroſe a circumſtance concern- 
ing which ſomething has been ſaid that renders it ne- 
ceſſary for me to explain the tranſaction, as far as is 
within my knowledge; Ido nq; mean to pay a compli- 
ment to any noble Lord in this Houſe; but ever ſince 
that Lord has preſided inthe Court of King's Bench, 
it has been an invariable rule of conduct with him, to. 
do every thing in his power to prevent the ſubject 
from being harraſſed and oppreſſed with unneceſſary 
ſuits, we have daily inſtances of it in actions brought 
upon policies of inſurance, in proceedings brought 
againſt officers of corporations, by quo warfanto, 


here the determination of one. caule will determine 


many, to poſtpone them all till the determination of 
— one cauſe, and reſt the iſſue of all upon that one 
caule. _ | | 
Q. Pleaſe to anſwer the queſtion as preciſely as 
n G ecard ? 7 BE 
A. 1 was going to aſſign a reaſon for the ſecond 
action being compounded ; Mr. Dunning, the Coun- 
ſeb for the Defendant -( peed not pay bim a compli- 
ment in ſaying, that his honour and humanity are 
equal to his abilities) upon its being moved to ap- 
point a day for the trial of that caute, upon Lord 
Mansfield aſking, What the cauſe was? Mr. Dun- 
ning, with a great unaffected warmth, confidered the 
proſecution of the ſecond cauſe as a perſecution, by 
way of reſentment, and not done with a view to juſ- 
tice z a hint dropt from the Bench, that as juſtice had 
already been done, and they had been ſeverely puniſh- 


ed, 
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ed, and as he had mack. an offer to pay a ſum of Q, Upon the, ſecond. trial, in Guildhall, I think 
money, and to pay all rhe coſts, the ends of juſtice. you ſaid, that the Chief Juſtice, Lord Mansfield, be- 
might be obtained; and, in fact, as I underſtood it, fore whom it was tried, ſald, this was a perſecution, 
a hint that it was more adviſeable, for thy fake of and not a proſecution? A ORG 
juſtice, to compromiſe the ſuit, than for Any other. A. I neither did ſay, nor could mean to ſay, that 
reaſon;; eg, account, when we came into the noble Lord did that; but that Mr. Dunning, of 
Court, as the Directors, upon application to them, whoſe honour and huchanity 1 ſpoke, took up the 
ſaid, Feen, the Hoſpital do what ſhall. be matter with an unaffected warmth, and he conſidered 
thought beſt, with the approbation of the Court, the. it as 4 D ii. op 
Defendapt's Coupgl ypgeriaking to pay tool, and all Q. Do you take. For you to ſay, that Lord Mans- 
coſts, that ſecond ſuit was compromiſed z, the coſts in field ſaid, from the Bench, that it would be more for 
that ſuit came to 209], the whole damages came to, the end of juſtice to compromiſe it? pgs 
6031; 108. od. and, I ſuppoſe; the Defendant's coſts A. No, as I undetſtood it, that the ends of juſtice 
came to 300l. more; and I beg ee the cauſes had been ſufficiently anſwered already. 
were carried on to the beſt dar. or the Hoſpi- Q Did you mean to ſay, that it was dropt from the 
tal, and with all the expedition that they could be Bench or not, that the ends of juſtice would be as 
J..... > ole to Lain cs 
Q., Were the actions properly laid? _ Q. Not expreſsly faid in terms; but I underfood 


A © » 


A. I conceive they were, and properly, paſſed in the hint that dropt from Lord Mansfield, that all the 
everyxeſpet. © * © © circtimſtances of the caſe conſidered, it might as well 
. Q Were the proceedings carried on in a deſultory be compromiſed, as tried; that the ends of juſtice 
—_ ũ - Ä _ might be as well obtained, was what myſelf ſubjoined. 
VTV ere Mr. Gurney was called upon to read his port. band 
Q. And you think the proſecution was effectual? notes, by which it appeared, that Mr. Mogan had, in 


A. Not only effectual, but the beſt that could be the former part of his evidence, made Lord Mansfield ſay, Wl; 
had upon the occafion, Fhꝑat it would be n and not a proſecution; but as 4 
Q You have ſaid the ſuits were carried on with all Mr. Morgan ſaid, he had. through miſtake, miſ ſtated that — 
poſſible expedition ? Ha, he was permitted to re ftate.it, and i. e Kpon 

A. The cauſes were commenced in Trinity Term; the Minutes as the witneſs ſaid be meant to txpreſs himſelf.) 7 | 
% / ˖ↄ—˙＋˙O[Oũwĩ A very little from. my Lord Mansfield, to thoſe who | 

Q. The whole time, how long might it be? know him in his judicial capacity, conveys to his hear- | 
A. The laſt cauſe was tried, | believe, in Trinity ers a great deal; my Lord Mansfield faid but little: BY 

Term, 1777, that was two years; I have told your and the n made by the Solicitor to the | '| 

Lordſhips, that one of the ſuits was ſuſpended, by the Directors did, in my opinion, convey, very eben 7 | 
advice ot the Counſel for the Hoſpital, .,  _. theidea that he, entertained of what had paſſed; an | 
Q. When that laſt ſuit was proſecuted, there were that was this, that my Lord (I think the expreſſion || 

ive witneſſes. in Court to prove the fifty, penalties, 1 is) ſeemed to hint, that under all the circumſtances of | || 
believe ? +, the caſe; might as well be compromiſed as tried; I . | | 
A. The Defendant, as T ſtated before, gave 1001. think that was the repreſentation was * A* the | i 
which amounted to ten penalties ; and, in my own Solicitor ; that was what I conſidered my Lord = | 
private judgment, had we gone on and tried the cauſe; Mansfield had ſaid; but very little, but in the very | | 
we ſhould not have recovered fifteen, © © | | 1 


| | little he did fay, Lunderſtood a great deal; and I have 
Q. What was the reaſon. for that?  *' not been attempting to ſtate to this Houſe, a long 
A. I aſſigned fifty breaches ; but the witneſſes that converſation of 1 Mansfield, when I do not know 
were to give an account of the tranſaction, and to that he dropped half a dozen words upon the ſubjects 
give ſtrict and legal evidence before a Jury, had not therefore, L _ been miſunderſtood z when 1 have 
been particular in the accounts they had taken, and been giving my. own conſtruction, your Lordſhip has 
could not ſpeak to many of the days, when they might thought I was giving Lord Mansfield's words. 
have been delivered, with preciſion, z they could not Q. Was you in {gs yourſelf, or did you take it 
ſpecify particular days, except to very, few of the from the Solicitor, what Lord Mansfield ſaid upon that 
Q. That article for the forfeiture of 101, for each A. I was in Court © © 1 
breach of the contract which you think was not in- Q. What was, the reſult of what Lord Mansfield 
tended to apply to that particular caſe, but that you ſaid. upon that occaſion ? | | | 


ingeniouſly turned it to that; what was that inſerted A. A hint from Eord Mansfeld, that under all 5 
for, do you think? the circumſtances of the caſe, the ſecond cauſe might 


A; I conceive the article was intended as a general ag well be compromiſed ; upon the cauſe coming on 
one; but it did not ſtrike me, that the words applied to be tried, ſomething like, a queſtion dropped from 
Lord Mansfield, if that cauſe was not mentioned, 


to this particular kind of breach; becauſe, in t t ! 
article, there is a proviſion, that the Hoſpital diſliking ſomething like it, upon which Mr. Wallace, in an- 
any of the meat may return it, and go to market and ſwer ſaid, that the Directors thought, if they compro- 
ſupply the Hoſpital with other proviſions in lieu, and miſed it of themſelyes, without the approbation of the 
the Contractor is to make a deduction out of his ac- Court and Council, that it would look like extortion , 
count for itz and it did not appear to me, that the upon which Lord Mansfield fajd, ** No, nothing of 
caſe in queſtion immediately applied to this particu- that kind.” The Council of the Hoſpital thought 
lar kind of breach of contract; I ſhould rather con- it adviſeable to compromiſe z I was of that opinion, 
ceive that that was intended where the Contractor, in that the man had been ſufficiently, and it was my own 
times of ſcarcity, and finding meat at a much higher opinion, more than ſufficiently puniſhed ; it can have 
price than he had contracted to ſupply it for, might coſt him, in the whole, little leſs than gool. 
hang back and nor perform his contract, that I con- Q. Is that the Whole of hints, that you underſtood 
ſidered the penalty was intended againſt him more in from Lord Mansfield, given in ſo few words, which 
that reſpect than any other. you underſtood ſo largely? N 


Q. You apprehend, that the 101. penalty was for A. That is the ſubſtance, 
each failure of his contrat? © . Q. I think you have faid, that it was your opinion 
A. And ſo it was applied, upon this occaſion, and alſo, as Counſel for the Directors, that the butcher 
the Jury gave us a verdict, | who had been convicted of one wicked act before, 
Q. But you did not think juſtly ? | mould not be convicted again, becauſe it would be 
A. I had my. doubts about that, but thought i perſecution ? a „„ | 
might, be applied to the point, and it anſwered my A. I am afraid my opinion is not properly under- | 
purpole. | pes | ſtood; IT think it is tantamount to conviction, when 1 
a man | 
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4 man agrees tb pay tool. 41d coſts, which ambvnted 
to near 3ool. that that opinion was not ill founded; 


and that it was not the duty of the Directors, in a calc 
of this kind, to ſee k the ſummum jus; n oe made 


an example of him ſufficiently. 
Q: In the firſt cauſe or the ſecond! 75 ws 
A. In the ſecond, in my opinion; Flr the Je was 
vorn, and the man was put to as much CT. as 


Ls Munz, EI. withdrew. 


Doctor TAY Lok N hall in, one of . 45 aue, 
| witneſſes. A Ts 


Q. How long have you been in dhe Hoſpital # 10 
A. Between thirteen and fourteen years. Re 
Q. Who appointed you ? _ EY 
A. I was appointed in Lord Egmont s time. 

Q Do you conceive the Infirmary to be a good 3 


he could be. 


— 


; eſtabliſhment ! ? 


A. The Infirmary is, of itſelf, one of the beſt 


Hoſpitals in this country. 


Q. How many penſioners will it hold? 
A. Between two hundred and forty and two hun- 


dred and fifty. 


Q. Will it, upon an average, hold all the fick of 
the Hoſpital ? D 
A It always has done it; and we have had room 


enough to ſhift the people. 


Q. Is it deſigned to hold both the helpleſs and Gels 
or ſick alone? © 

A. Ir'will hold bu the ſick ner 

Q. Do you attend the examination of people wh 
are candidates to be admitted into the Hoſpital ?_ 
A. It is my duty to be preſent at the Ankeny 
of every examination of invalids. 

Q. Who attends? © BENE 

A.” Lord Sandwich, ſince he has lids at 8 
Board; he has always attended and examined the 
invalids, when he has been in town. 

Q. How are they admitted ? 

A. They bring certificates of their lvirude: wid 


they are admitted by the length of their ſervices, and 


by infirmity. Thoſe that have had long ſervice, 
Lord Sandwich generally puts upon ſhort liſts ; and 
thoſe that have accidents, they are put upon a ſhort 
liſt; thoſe of leſs merit and ſervice are deferred. 

Q. Does it appear t that they a are preferred by fa- 
vour or by merit? 

A. Lord Sandwich makes it a 1 nne to deſtroy all 


recommendations before he examines the parties. 
The examination, in his Lordfhip's time, has been 
as impartial and attentive as any I ever ſaw. | 


Q. Could the admiſſion of 
gulated than it is? g 

A. I think not; there has not bien a birdie 
got into that Hoſpital ever ſince 1 have attended, but 
thoſe who have ſerved at ſea „ 


FE! fioners be better re- 


Grofi-Examination, 


Q. If you recollect making any repreſentation con- 
cerning any bad veal for the ſick ?. 


A. I remember ſome very bad veal one morning 


being brought into the Infirmary; I ſaw it, and re- 


commended the Cooks to carry it to the proper Offi- 
cers z it was very Indifferent, but it was not putrid; 
it was * cla 2 
as the colour goo 

55 It was in all reſpects bad veal. 

Q. Did you ever Find the butter bad ? 

A. No. " have very ſeldom had any complaints 
abour proviſions : there has been complaints, I know, 
at one time, about ſome butter; but I don't know 


whether it was in the Infirmary or in the Hoſpital, 


Q. Did you never ſend a quantity of bad butter to 
Lieutenant Smith, or Captain Chadds, for their in- 


ſpection, which your patients could not Far? | 


1 e 


have for that circymſtarice; it is vefy hol 

able I might ; but it is a long time ago. 
Was the fame ſort of beef ſupplied to the mer} 
in the Infirmary that was furniſhed. to the Penſionets 


ä in the Hoſpital ? 


A. I believe the fa loft; 1 nevet heart” "any 
complaint of the beef in my life. 

Pi you ever complain ro the Dire&ors of the 
def ive ſtate of your houſe in the Infirmary ?' 

A. We wrote 4 letter to have our houſe tefitred z 
we have been eleven years in our houſes, and there 
has been nothing done to them in that time; that 
was a general letter wrote to deſire that they might 
be repaired and the wainſcor might be pur to rights; 
and the painting refreſhed and White-walhed. 

Q. Was there 1 done to them dut ae 
and A. an Wl | 


ESSE 


A. 1 ſigned the complaints againſt Captain b Balle. 


Q. Did you complain, at firſt, with the n 
enn or afterwards? 


or 


the laſt. 

Q. Are you one We the Council of U * Houſe? 

A. No; I have nothing to do with the esc 

Q. Has Captain Baillie made any reflections upon 
you in the Caſe of Greenwich | Hoſpital * 5 

A. He charges the faculty, I think, with partia- 
lity; he calls us factions; ; theſe charges I do not 
underſtand. 

Q. Do you fit 1 ic poſſible that bull beef could 


be received for ten months, inſtead of good fat ox 


beef, if the Clerk of the Cheque and the. Steward's 
Clerk had done. their duty ? 
A. I think it impoſſible they could be ſerved with 
bull beef in that time. ts | 

o you imagine the were not ſerved: with 
Wy ee during dat © time? F, | i 
A. Yes; I imagine they were not. 

Q Did you attend the trials? 

A. No, I never did. 

Q. Did you not hear it had been made appear 
there, upon oath, that they were ſerved for ten months 
with bull beef 

A. I cannot think it poſſible that they colt] "Tk 
cauſe I never heard any complaints among the People, 
and I think I ſhould, if it had been ſo. 

I [DoZor T lor withdrew. 


| JOHN BAPTIST CIPRIANT called in. | 


. Lord Cheſterfield. Do you know the terms upon 
which the Painted Hall Was cleaned at Greenwich ? E 
A. I did not but lately. ; 

Qi. You know it now? f 

A, * d b a 

Was the bargain o cleanin it a 00d bargain 
9985 ſide of the Lap 8 4 N 0 

A. 1 think it is very reaſonable +, 

Was the cleaning of the Painted Chamber. at 
wi upon better terms? 
A. Much dearer 3 j but 1 0 not think N well 


£3 


| paid 


en 


Q. How 1 have you been a wich, L 
painting at Greenwich Hoſpital ?. | 
A. Very lately. 
Q. Did you ever ſee them before they were clean- 
ed ? | 
A. I did, 


I 


It is ; preſumed he does not ſpeak of Officers or petty Officers, which is of infinitely more conſequence. = 5 
+ i his is not a fair compariſon, becauſe Mr, Cipriani can earn as many guineas in a day, as the perſon who was employed can 


half crowns. 


. | Q. How 


T 


0 


ſ; 


2 2 


tl 


H O Us E o F 


Q. Ho lo long ago was that) i 

A. I believe it is nine or ten years ago. 

Q. Was there ever any ſcaffolding made by which 
you could examine them ſo near as to know what 
repairs they would want? By 

A. There was no ſcaffold at alt at that time: © 

Q. Where did you ſee them from ? 

A. From the bottom. 

Q. How high is the Hall? 

A. J capnot tell exaftly; the Gmeßſioge; but it 
ſeemed to me very high? 

Q. Is it thirty feet high? | R 

A. Thereabouts, I ſhould think. 


Q. At that diſtance could you be a judge of what 


repair they could want ? 
A. As I did not go as an examinator, I did not 
take particular notice of that. 
Q. Then, at. that time, did you form any Judgment 
of what it would coſt to repair the paintings ? 
A. I did not think of it. 
From that time when was the next time you 
ſaw the Painted Hall? | 
A. Laſt Sunday ſe nnight. 
Q. That is ſince it has been cleaned?" | 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you go up to the ceiling, or then examine 
it from the floor ? 
A. From the floor. 
Q. Did you ever meaſure the Painted Hall, to 
know what quantity there is of it ? 
A. No, I did not. | | 
Q. Do you know, with any degree E accuracy, 
what work was done upon it? 5 
A. I conceive, a e deal, | | 
. Have you any, oundation ab. de py 7 
bd TS oo . 
Q. What i is e e | 
A. I have tried, a is kind of reps iring at 
Windſor Palace, and [ find a great deal of da amages, 
which I am obliged to re: paint over. 
Q. Do roy know whether there was in this inflance 
a great deal of damage? 
A. I. abe tell that, a8 1 5 did not 15 before with 
the eyes of examining e, work., 
Q. Do You. know. .v Or any part Was painted 
over again ? 
A. It. is almoſt. im ſlible to ll bs hen it Was 
well done, an 1. thi fig nds oſpital has been. 


Q. Do you know whether 3 any part of it has been, 
r ＋ . 01 
3. fr as my eyes could reach L could ſee. W 
I thin you haye 0 that the. e Wie 


hall e um dl yolqms of ebolu b 
88. ' :4 Ti #4 c 697 „An ret 02 11575 21 
. Did) You repair that! eee ee ee 
S. bag. . 
.Q. What was you wore 7] 1 


,— For, mylelf I was DE 490: guineas, FT FR BY 

expences including the whole, amounted: to near. 200l. 
7 Was the den included i in that 7001 ? 

A. No, that was built by the Board of Works, 


. Who are the Pajaringy dons 511 in an ier c 


ing: houſe? | EDT 
A. By Rubens. 
13 Who are the paintings done ei in | Greemtich 
a | | 
A. Sir James Thornhill. : 


Q Do you know 4a 1 hang feet there are in 
Whighall 8 ? 


- retire upon it, and 


Was given away 


* Here . evidence was ber. 35 s 
U 


A. I do not know. | 1 
Q. Which is the largeſt quantity of wor ? 


A. Greenwich Hoſpital, ten times larger, in pro- 
portion. 


Q. Do you know Mr. Bertles? 
A. 1 do A 


Q. Did you never hear of ſuch a man that . in 


pictures. 

A. No, 1 do not know him. 

Q. Lord Cheſterfield, } Whether yo! do not think. 
that if the cleaning of the pictures at the Painted Hall 
at Greenwich, had been put into improper hands 
that great damage might be done to them? 

A. My opinion was, that it was a very lucky cir- 


cumſtance that they were ſo well repaired, as it is one 


of the beſt pieces of work that this nation can brag of; 
and I think it is well repaired, 
A. Whether you know Mr. Greenwood : ? 
A. I know him by fight, 
Q. No otherwiſe ? 
A. No otherwiſe. - 
4 John Baptiſt * withdrew. 


Mr. LEFE VR E called in. 
Q. What do you know of the quarrel between Mr. 


Mylne and. Mr. Smith? 


A. I remember hearing in the evening that Mr. 
Mylne and Lieutenant Smith, had a quarrel; I can 
only peak of what I had from Mr. ne the next 
morning, * 

Q. Was you made a Lieutenant through the | inte- 


reſt of the Rev. Mr. Cooke? 


A. 1 fancy not; if I had, I dare fay Mr. Cooke 
would have told me of it; Tthould ſuppoſe from dif- 


ferent motives intirely ; I was many 1 5 a Midſhip- 


man, though I had an exceeding good friend, one of 
the firſt men in the ſervice, who” is fince dead; but 
my father diſpairing of my getting a Lieutenant, was 
deſired to purchaſe ſome votes in Huntingdon, I w was 
not at home at that time; I did not come home, I be- 
| lieve, for near two years-afterwar aj 
-Q. Who did your father purchaſe thoſe" votes of? 
be > 7 70 Collins, a contracting Ker for the 
| Hoſpital at Greenwich, I believe, dings 
<Q What countryman is he? ; 
AI believe an fene Win. 
; bs rs you ever offered any wing to Mr. 
oke? 
A. Eutlrely the reverſe, if it was the laſt words I 


| E to ſay, I declare entir the reverſe; I remem- 


articularly well that about the middle of the 
year 27 5 e "Mr. Cooke, ud he ſnould imagine that 
upon i an eſtate as Mr. Calcraft's, there muſt be 


a ex üg g 00d living; I faid there was; he ſaid 


provided he Gal ge et 5 living, he would go and 
aid he was certain my Lord Sand- 
wich Would place his brother in his office; I ſaid that 


lying he could not” poſſibly get, for that the rever- 


ſion of it was given away years and years ago; it 
(SS Mz Calerafi's Sethi I ſhew- 


ed Mr. Turner the will, who could have told Mr. 
Cooke the ſame thin , and I have n not t the leaſt doubt 
but what he told bim 10. : 


Mr. LEF EV R E . 5 the EVIDENCE 
hd L 0. a E D: 
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| S I was the perſon who moved your Lordſhips . mattet whether it be to protect the injured penſioners 
| | to undertake the Enquiry. into the Manage- of Greenwich, or to conſider the ſkate, of the pag, 
| ment of Greenwich Hoſpital, it will, I imagine, be on the eve of entering into a moſt unequal War. If 
expected, that I ſhould ſubmit to the Houſe ſome the inveſtigation can poſſibly affect a man, in office, 
| plan to be purſued in conſequence of the information it muſt be defeated. . Let the, ſeamen continue to be 
that has been laid on your table, and of the evidence ill fed, ill clad, ill uſed ; let the nation be without a 
| given by the witnefſes who. have been examined at navy, without comfrianders' let a whole fleet of vic- 
| your Lordſhips err. „ tue be ſent into an enemy's port.— All theſe had 
. This enquiry has laſted ſo long, and has of ne- better be left unredreſſed or unenquired into, rather 


ceſſity been ſo frequently interrupted, that 1 fear it than one Miniſter ſhould be convicted of a job, and 
| becomes indifoentitle for me to recall to your Lord- of a total incapacity for his office z or another of 
ſhips memory the grounds on which I firſt ventured having forgot in his ſlumbers that he had ordered the 
to engage yaur attention to this buſineſs. I fear it evacuation of the place to which he ſent the only 
| will be likewiſe neceſſary for me to obſerve on many ſubſiſtence of his army? 
1 parts of the evidence now before the Houſe, and to To pfejudice the Public againſt the enquiry into 
ſelect from the very voluminous. and various matters the management of Greenwich Hoſpital, it was ne- 
which have come out, ſuch parts as apply to thoſe ceſſary to miſrepreſent the view with which it was 

objects which ſtrike me as deferving the attention and underta keen. 

interpoſition of Parliament. JI To inveſtigate the abuſes of a public charity, from 

. Your Lordſhips have with great patience attended public motives alone, was readily deemed impoſſible! 
$3.and although... T'o feel for an old ſeaman who is no jon f of aſe, . 


= 


this examination for aboye two.mont 0 
I hope our labours are now drawing toward a con- ridiculous! — To employ ſo much pains and time 
cluſion, yet I fear I mult to- day rely on your Lord: merely to make two thouſand men live comfortably, 
mips indulgence, for taking up ſomewhat more. of and enjoy uninterrupted the benefits the State has 


( LA R WY oe > A TO 1 


Sen 


N e / ee 1 cc. a5. ad two. - at i 


_ a _ * —— —— WY LR nw 


BY your time in this, not the leaſt important part of the allotted to them, was an inconceiveabe abſurdity !— 
= buſineſs. . It therefore gives, me peculiar qoncern to No, it muſt have a motive more conſonant to the 
N delay for a moment the weighty conſideration of what - notions of thoſe who feel themſelves attacked in every 
1 | may be neceſſary to be done for this great and uſeful attempt at feformation. Tt originated in malice ; it 
E | charity, by any matter relative to myſelf, But as was purſued by chicanery, and would end in diſap- 
3 | great and — Tt pains have; been taken, peek here OO Oo pits Gotcha opti oc iude 
1 and without doors, to miſrepreſent not only my in- Notwithſtanding the moſt explicit declarations - 
[ tentions, but even my words, and to give to the which I had made in the opening of this buſineſs, 
| whole of this buſineſs a colour of pique and reſent- that I accuſed nobody, that I meant only to enquite, 
E | ment, I truſt your Lordſhips will, not only in juſtice not to charge, yet your 'Lordſhips have ſeen how 
1 | to me, but in juſtice to the cauſe: I have undertaken, often attempts have been made, even in this Houſe, © 
bf | ſuffer me to ſnew, that there is no real foundation for to confound things ſo totally different. And, indeed, 
= ZN ſuch charges; and that they are mere tricks to divert confidering the great abilities that have been em- 
E | 5 the attention of the Public from the ſober and diſ- ployed in thoſe repeated attempts, I muſt rejoice 
4 paſſionate conſideration, which I wiſh to be given to that perſeverance and truth have at length been able 
q the welfare and happineſs of thoſe, whoſe time of life to make good their ground, againſt ſophiſtry and art. 
| admits of the feweſt ſatisfactions, but whoſe merits It has been argued that the foundation of this en- 
| deſerve all that we are capaple of affording them; I quiry was an attack againſt the Firſt Lord of the 
1 mean thoſe Britiſh ſeamen who are worn out in the Admiralty, that upon no other ground would the 
1 {crvice of their country, Houſe have gone into it. The noble Lord himſelf 
4 I am well aware of the diſadvantages under which has ſaid, © that unleſs he had conſidered it as ſuch, 
1 every man mult labour, who engages in meaſures he ſhould not have given way to it as a Member 
1 that can in any degree affect a Miniſter. It is no © of this Houſe.” 
i | My 
| 


My ideas of the motives which ſhould induce Par- 
liament to enter on any buſineſs, are indeed very dif- 
ferent from theſe. 1 had conceived that a nation, 
whoſe exiſtence depends upon its trade and its navy, 
a nation which compelled the ſervice of its mariners 
while they were young, and had made ample provi- 
fions for their retreat when old, would think com- 
plaints of abuſes from a principal officer in the Hoſpi- 
tal appropriated for their repoſe, more worthy the 
attention of the State than the concerns of any indi- 
vidual whatever. . | 
Had the noble Lords avowed their ſentiments at 
the beginning of this buſineſs, had they fairly declar- 
ed, how little they thought Greenwich Hoſpital de- 
ſerved the attention of Parliament, and of how much 
importance it was to the Houſe to clear the Firſt Lord 
of the Admiralty, we ſhould have been at iſſue, and 
might have faved the Houſe much trouble; for I 
truſt, I know the principles of juſtice too well, to wiſh 
to try any man without a charge, and by a Court of 
Enquiry. I know that in ſuch a proceeding, guilt 
can too frequently evade the evidence necefſary for 
conviction, and that the want of evidence in ſuch a 
mode of proceeding, is no proof of innocence. If, 


therefure, the Houſe had determined to conſider this 


_ enquiry as a charge againſt the Firſt Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, and to try him incidentally in the courſe of 
it, I ſhould for one have retired from the buſineſs. 
No, my Lords, whenever I do charge any man, 
it ſhall be in a legal and dire& manner. I have joined 
with a noble Farl (the Earl of Briſtol) in charging the 
Firſt Lord of the Admiralty with malverſation in his 
office. I think the fact was proved; if with fix mil- 
lions more money than was voted: in like circum- 
ſtances, at the beginning of the laſt war, to have 
a worſe fleet, is a malverſation in office; and I 
voted with 37 other Peers for his .removal——173 
Commoners have likewiſe voted in direct and perſo- 
nal queſtions againſt that noble Lord; and a time 
may come (I wiſh it may not be near at hand) when 
the bad effects of his miſmanagement of the navy 
may produce a {till more ſerious mode of trial. 


But, ſo determined were ſome of your Lordſhips 


to ſet me up as an accuſer of the Firſt Lord of the 
Admiralty, in the buſineſs of Greenwich Hoſpi- 


tal, that the expreſſions J uſed, when I moved for 


papers preparatory to the Earl of Briſtol's motion, 
viz. that the ground of that motion was malverſa- 
tion in office,” were immediately transferred from 
the Admiralty to Greenwich. What was ſaid upon 
the known and proved fact of a ruined navy, was 
applied to the ſuſpicious, but then unproved miſma- 
nagement of a marine Hoſpital. And notwithſtand- 
ing the very different ground on which I opened this 
buſineſs, and my repeated explanations of it, this 
round aſſertion was puſhed fo far, that if other Lords, 
as well as myſelf, had not particularly recollected 
the citcumſtance, I muſt have appeared guilty of the 
molt groſs contradiction n. 
My object, my Lords, was Greenwich Hoſpital, 
the welfare and comfort of veteran ſeamen, to whom 
this nation owes its former glory. Complaints, infi- 
nite in number, and conſiderable in degree, had been 
made to all the Governors of this charity. As one 
of them, I had received theſe complaints. They 


were not idle reports, but regularly made out by a 


Principal officer of the Houle, ſupported by affi- 
davits, and tranſmitted in a regular official manner. 

The nature of many of the complaints was ſuch as 
the different Boards eſtabliſhed in the Hoſpital could 
not rectify; for the complaints were chiefly againſt 
the proceedings of thoſe Boards. And the ſupreme 
and laſt powers, the General Court and Board of 
Admiralty, inſtead of affording redreſs, had illegally 
deprived the complainant of his office, after having 
at leaſt countenanced his being harraſſed with proſe- 
cutions in Weſtminſter-Hall. os 

The Charter itlelf which had been ſo materially 
altered from the Commiſſion, was the foun- 


tain- from whence moſt of the grievances flowed, 
The effect of thoſe alterations could not be ſtopped 
in its courſe by any of the Boards. The interpo- 
ſition of Parliament was neceſſary to bring back the 
charity to its original channel, 46H 840 
With a view to learn the truth of theſe complaints, 
their nature and extent, I moved your Lord ſhips to 
undertake this enquiry. Captain Baillie's repreſen- 
tation of grievances was fully ſufficient to create at 
leaſt a preſumption. that they might exiſt, and the 
repeated conviction of one of the moſt. flagrant of- 
fenders in the Courts of Law, with the notorious 
ſubſequent employment and encouragement of the 
perſon ſo convicted, created ſomething more than a 
preſumption. If the grievances did exiſt, as they 
were of a nature that Parliament alone could remedy, 
it was the duty of Parliament to afford that remedy ; 
if they did not exiſt; it was equally neceſſary that 
their N ſhould be made known, that the miſ- 


taken penſioner ſhould be diſabuſed, and that the 


alarmed public ſhould be mad ealy. Whatever was 
to be the reſult, it could not proceed with any degree 
of ſatisfaction, but from a Parliamentary enquiry. 
All the departments of the Hoſpital were intereited 
and parties concerned. They were writing libels 
againſt each other; for if Captain Baillie's book is 
called a libel on the officers of the Houſe, I am ſure 


the report of the Committee and an anonymous 


pamphlet, entitled Another State of Fats, were libels 
again(t Captain Baillie, „ 1 BP | 
The enquity therefore appeared to me proper and 
neceſſary, VVV | 
If in the courſe of it, there ſhould come out proof 
of miſconduct in any officer, yuur Lordſhips might 
think it a ground for further proceedings in a regu- 
lar manner againſt ſuch perſon. You might direct 
him to be proſecuted z or you might take ſuch other 


regular and legal ſteps as the occaſion ſhould require, 
and the wiſdom of the Houſe ſhould ſuggeſt. But 


your Lordſhips would never deem any wan, either 
acquitted or condemned, by what might inciden- 


tally have come out in an enquiry into another matter 


wherein no charge was ſo urged as to convict, an 
wherein there was no hearing in defence to obtain an 
acquittal]; | 4 


That obſervations ſhould be made on what has aps 


red was-unavoidable, © _ 

It is impoſſible for mankind not to form ſome con- 
jectures on tranſactions, which may be very apparent 
and yet not ſuſceptible. of that degree of legal 
proof, which can alone Tupport legal proceedings. 
Judges themſelves, with all the rectitude and im- 
partiality which ought always to accompany their 
characters, may have inwardly the cleareſt conviction 
of what they are not warranted. judicially to pro- 
nounce. I need not ſay much to illuſtrate this point. 


How notorious is the. ſale of Boroughs! the jobs 


that are given to ſecure them! and the undue in- 
fluence of the Crown in Parliament! (I mean in 
former times). No man doubts theſe facts, and 
yet how rare is detection | It might therefore happen, 
that although there ſhould not appear any direct and 
legal proof againſt the true authors of ſuch abuſes, 
yet that the moſt plain underſtandings ſhould ſee 

through their conduct, | | 
Whatever ſuch conjectures may have been, they 
have ariſen from facts, not from my ſuggeſtion; nor 
has it been at all my object to bring them forth: 
My aim has been to aſcertain the abuſe. All conſi- 
deration of marking or of puniſhing the delinquent 
has been loſt in the more eſſential purſuit of the 
remedy. For although example may be the belt 
method of preventing a repetition of crimes, yet 
puniſhment, in my opinion, is only a ſecondary con- 
lideration compared with the immediate redreſs of 
grievance. * That this has been my main object, I truſt 
has fully appeared. I have not once condeſcended 
to aſk a witneſs, whether he was a Huntingdonſhire 
voter, or deviated from my ſingle object, which was 
to 
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to aſcertain the matters which, form the ſubject of 


complaint. 4555 | G 
It has been ſaid, that although I have declared that 
1 did not charge the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty in 
the Enquiry, that Captain Baillie's book did; that his 
book is on the table before the Houſe, and that there- 
fore the noble Lord muſt be acquitted or con- 
demned: But is this the method of proceeding in this 
Houſe ! Do we forget that the buſineſs of the Com- 
mittee is Enquiry, not Trial ! Captain Baillie's book 
is before us as evidence of charges made, laid before 
the General Court, but unenquired into by them, 
except in a moſt partial manner. To convert this 
evidence of one fact, into a charge of another, into 
a charge againſt Lord Sandwich, for which he is now 
on his trial before this Houſe, is perverting every 
idea of common ſenſe and of juſtice. Indeed, this 
ſtrange notion of conſidering every man on his trial 
before the Committee for what might come out in 
evidence upon another matter, has been attempted 
to be inforced, and the ridiculous conſequences of 
that attempt have been ſo glaring, that the Com- 
mittee have deſiſted from purſving it. It was con- 
ceived, that a part of Captain Baillie's evidence was 
an accuſation of Mr. Murphy, and it was contended 
that Mr, Murphy ſhould read hi, defence, and com- 
ment article by article on Captain Baillie's charge. 
But your Lordſhips good ſenſe put a ſtop & cis 
proceeding. It is true that the noble Lord at the 
head of the Admiralty complained of my having in- 
duced the Committee to ſtop this ſtrange procedure, 
which he called a hardſhip on his witneſſes, It is 
new to me to have to juſtify myſelf for leading the 
Houſe. As 1 ftand here unſupported by the weight of 
office, or miniſterial influence, and have had nothing 
to truſt to, but truth and reaſon to perſuade your 
Lordſhips, I ſhall continue to believe that the Com- 
mittee acted property; and remain convinced that 
Enquiry and Trial are ſubjects totally different, 


"I NOW come to conſider at has appeared in 


the courſe of this enquiry. 


And here I am perl 
think with me, that it is not neceſſary for the Houſe 
to come to any RxSOL VTI concerning many of the 
matters which have been examined into. 
From the beginning, I wiſhed to avoid giving the 
Houſe the trouble of entering into too great a detail, 
Many points urged in Captain Baillie's book, and 
very proper for bim as Lieutenant-Governor io at- 
tend to, were not of a kind to deſerve the attention 
of this Committee. On theſe, (and they are many) 
no enquiry has been made. Of thoſe which have 
been enquired into, many are either actually redreſ- 
ſed by his means, or are capable of redreſs from the 
ordinary conftitution of the Hoſpital. I ſhall not 
trouble your Lordſhips to take notice of theſe in 
the ReyorT I ſhall move to your Lordſhips to make 
to the Houſe; but in juſtice ro Captain Baillie, in 
Juſtice to a man who has taken laudable pains to 
point out, and wherever it has been in his power, 
to correct every ſort of abuſe, I think it right to 


mention how far they have beeh proved, Some of 


theſe abuſes may perhaps appear of a mean and fri- 
volous nature to thoſe, who will not conſider how 
many things there are, which, in the deſcription, ap- 
pear extremely mean and contemptible, from being 
of the moſt ordinary and vulgar uſe, and yet con- 
tribute, for that very reaſon, eſſentially to the hap- 
ineſs or miſery of mankind. -' But I ſhall be ſatis. 
Bed. though I ſhould afford matter of ridicule to 
thoſe who haye more taſte than humanity, provided 
that by laying open the very meaneſt ot thoſe mat- 
ters, I may beconie ſerviceable to the eaſe and com- 
fort of the meaneſt man in the kingdom. 
Theſe abuſes are. Ha Be | 


' 1 ® Wherever Captain Baillie's book is mentioned, it is meant the Caſe of Greenwich Hofpita), which he preſented to the Ge- | 


neral Governors. ( 


uaded your Lordſhips will 


it. RESPECTING THE DANGER OF FIRE. 
Captain Baillie in his book, page 68, ſays, 
„ That the Taylor's ſhop expoſes the building to 


« accidents by fire, from the careleſſneſs of journey. 


* men Taylors, who work by candle. light.“ 
Mr. Cowley depoſed, that Captain Baillie had 


* 1 4 the Committee to enguire into this buſi- 


* 


neſs, but in vain, Page 84. 


5 


Sir John Fielding depoſed | 

appear where the late fire had begun; but he proved 
the practice of thirty journeymen Taylors of the 
loweſt claſs working in the Hoſpital by candle light, 


. 


ſpection of Military Officers . Page 158, 


2dly. IN REGARD TO THE SHEETS. 
Captain Baillie in his book, page 68, mentions the 
complaints of the penſioners  _ 5 


Thomas Field has depoſed before us, that he had 
meaſured 770 ſheets in the Infirmary, and that he 
had found, on an average, a deficiency of upwards 
of half a yard on each pair, page 62. | 
Mr. Godby, the Steward, has contended, that 
they are obliged to cut the ſheets ſhorter than the 
ſtandard length of the Hofpital, to prevent rem- 
nants ; aſſerting that the length of the pieces running 
from 37 to 40 yards, he cut them into eight ſheets or 
ſixteen lengths, Thar the ſtandard being two yards 
and a half for each length, they would be exact when 
the piece meaſured 40 yards, bur deficient when un- 


being ſupplied with gin, and not being under the in- 


der that length. Page 63. 


Mr. Price, a Linen draper, depoſed, that Ruſſia 
pieces of that ſort tun, on an average, to 30 ells, or 
37 yards and a half; ſo that on Md Ynfiage there 
a be a continual deficiency from the ſtandard. 

Captain kali in his evidence ſays, that if theſe pieces 
of 37 yards and a half were cut into fifteen inſtead of 
fixteen lengths, the ſtandard of the Hoſpital would 
be adhered to without leaving any remnants. Page 


gau Wrrn RESPECT He TE SHIRTS, 


* 


aptain Baillie s book, page 69, ſtates the com. 


plaints of the men. 


"Thomas Field, page, 6; depoſes, thir be bad 


meaſured the linen in his ward, and upon 160 ſheets 
and 160 ſhirts, he found à deficiency, of 95 yards. 
Mr. Godby did not pretend to deny the deficiency 
from the ſtandard, but thought it enough to ſay that 
the deficiency was not embezzled, but a ſaving to 
the Hoſpital :—A ftrange reaſoning this! as if the 
purſe of the Hoſpital had any other intereſt than that 
of the penſioners, and — 
allowances were a benefit 
reins e rn 
Mr. Cuſt, Chairman of the Committee, Which was 


bo 


to thoſe from whom the 
ODT en, DODTRHE DIVYTT 


F 7 
, | 


to examine into the abuſes, admits, page 93. that 
* in. ſome, inſtances the ſhixts were "und, 
0 GONE IC on os Ep ES, 
4 n I: £433 155 #" $£7-34\84 J UNS 016. 13 - 
4thly. IN REGARD: TO THE SHOES. 
Captain Baillie in his book, page 69, had taken 
notice of their being bad, and that t] e penfionets 
had complained to the Council of them, 2 7th June, 
1 0 £ Kare þ | z I. e 50 f 4 
1 Th Cuſt in his evidence, page 100, admitted that 
« ſome that were produced were found to be very 
« bad.” 1g 30140 ee e eee 


9 


thly, IN "REGARD TO THE WOMEN'S 
/ TT CtnY | 

Mr. Cuſt admits, May 3d, page roco, that, they 
« were not ſo good as they uſed to be,” and your 
Lordſhips in this book have had ſamples produced 
before you. AS onde ES 


© . + Lieutenant Kerr has ſworn, that to the beſt of his judgment it began in the Taylor's ſhop ; and that it was evident to every 


body it began there and there only, Page 68. 


6th]y. 


, indeed, that it did not 


ſavings from the tegulated 


er, ſtandard 


a —QDC( r= Rx TT : 
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öchly. AS TO THE STOC KINGS. 5 
They were complained of by Captain Baillie in his 
book, page 69. | 1 0 OL ano anneh 
It appears by Mr. Godby's evidence (page 48) that 
in May, 1777, be complained to the Directors of 
* 6000 pair of ſtockings, and conceived that none 
« of them were equal to the pattern ;” and it ap- 
| pears by the Minutes of the Court of Directors, that 
the ſtockings delivered were ſo bad, that one third of 
them was returned to the Contractor, and the other 
two thirds kept, becauſe there was no time to get 


better, and one ſhilling per dozen was deducted from 


thoſe which from neceſſity were kept, + 

The Council on the 18th of July, 1977, received 
<« ſeveral complaints (concerning the ſtockings) found 
e them to be. juſtly founded, and ordered the Stew- 
„ ard to lay the matter before the Board of Direc- 
ce tors for their information, that the neceſſary mea- 
« ſures might be taken for redreſſing the men.” 
Page ae finpt gh 1) 1 = 

Nothing was done in conſequence of this Minute. 


thly. AS TO WASHING, . 
it was complained of in Captain Baillie's book, 
page 68. | 

Mr. Ball, Clerk of the Council, page 47, read the 
Minutes of 16th January, 1778, where it appears, 
« that three nurſes complained that the linen of the 


* men under their care was badly waſhed, and ſeveral 


© penſioners produced their ſhirts, ſtocks, and 
& towels, &c.“ | | E300 

&« Ir appearing to the Council, that the complaint 
« was juſt and well founded, and that the waſhing 
« of the penſioners is equally bad throughout the Hoſ- 
& pital, the matrons are hereby directed not to give 
* certificates for any linen that is not really cleaned 
and well waſhed.” 


8thly,. CONCERNING THE BEER. 
Complained of by Captain Baillie, in his book, 
pages 64 and 65. „%%% 
Captain Baillie depoſed, from pages 52 to 56, that 
there had been more complaints. of the beer than of 
any other article. That on October gth, 1775, 
4000 gallons of beer were ſtarted by the Council as bad. 
The Council, on 2 1ſt April, 1777, on a freſh com- 
« proceeds from the ready and eaſy communication 
ee of the water with the pipes, which convey the beer 
« from the brewhouſe to the ſink where the beer is 
% ̃ i ollie 
Mr. Ibbetſon and Captain Chadds atternpted to lay 
this fraud of the beer not on the Brewer, but on one 


Luke Davis, who had: ſtolen ſome. beer at one of the 


ſinks; but as there are two finks, from whence the 
beer is ſerved at the fame time by different people, 
and at both the beer was found equally bad, it is im- 
poſſible! the fraud of Davis at one of them could be 
the cauſe of fraud at the oer. 
This complaint is fully ſtated in the Minutes of 
the Council, May 8th, 1778, who ſent for beer 
from both ends, and middle: of each dining. hall, and 
* were unanimouſly of opinion, that it is unfit for the 


e penſioners to drink. The Council then repaired 


<© 10 the brewhouſe, and found two vats of the ſame 


** brewing, not fit to be ſerved to the penſioners. 
40 page 56.” 85 | 3 1 


They further reſolved. That the Lieutenant - 


** Governor be deſired to wait upon the Governor 
with the copy of the Minutes, hoping he will 
take ſome method with the Board of Directors for 
** the relief of the penſioners! Page 36“. 


gthly.. WITH REGARD TO THE POSTS 
AND RAILS OF THE BLIND MEN*S WALK. 

Captain Baillie. complained in Page vi. of his Me- 
morial, of their being taken down. 

Mr. Barker, one of the Chairmen, depoſcd, (page 


i105) * that. certainly the Committee did examine contract, and not advertiſed. 


plaint, are of opinion, that the badneſs of the beer 


169 


<« whether it was a grievance then ſubſiſting, and it 


„ mal not then ſubhſiſting, but rettified, and in a mere 
* ſafe order them before.” 8 95 
Sir William James, a Member of the Committee, 
depoſed, (page 130) * that the charge reſpecting 
e the inconvenience which the blind had laboured 
under was admitted or allowed to be a grievance, 
« and that was underſtood by the Committee to have been 
& remedied. We 3 

Captain Allwright depoſed, (page 135) * That 
« the poſts and rails round the Hoſpital being taken 
* down, of which the blind men complained, was 
<« done before Captain Baillie's Caſe was heard before 
& the Committee, and that ſince that time, he knew 


of none put up to this day.“ 


This inſtance is a ſtriking proof of the reality of 
Captain Baillie's complaints, of the neglect of re- 
dreſs, and of the true ſpirit which animated that 


Committee on whoſe report Captain Baillie is diſmiſſed 


from his employment. 


tothly. AS TO THE REVEREND MR. 
COOKE'S HAVING PURCHASED HIS SI- 
TUATION IN THE HOSPITAL. 


Caprain Baillie complained of it in his book, | 


age 11. a | | 
E The Rev, Mr. Cooke acknowledged (pages 45, 46) 
that he entered into an agreement, . figned and 
ſealed, with Mr. Tindal, to give him all the profits 
of his Chaplainſhip during life, on his reſignation 
in his favour, and accordingly did pay him the profits 
while he lived. How far this was ſimony, the Right 
Reverend Bench of Biſhops will judge. He further 
acknowledged, | N 

That Lord Sandwich was acquainted with his 
* negociation with Mr. Tindal, but did not know 
« the particulars of their agreement... 

+ He alſo acknowledges having given to Mr. 
ce Tindal /. 50 to reſign his place of Director, to 


Which he, Mr. Cooke, was appointed in his room. 


Page 146. 


_ rithly. AS TO THE INTIMIDATION 
THAT HAS BERN USED TO PREVENT PER. 
SONS FROM COUNTENANCING CAPTAIN 
BAILLIE. > ” 


Alexander Moore depoſed (page 95) That the 


e Rev. Mr. Cooke, about the 15th of Auguſt, 1777, 
« faid to him, that Captain Baillie was a ve 
« troubleſome fellow in the Hoſpital, and he himſelf 


( had taken care that he had loſt his beſt friend, and 
he might get him as he could, mentioning Lord 


«© Sandwich.” | . 
Lieutenant Charles Lefevre depoſed, (page 72) 


«© That he had received from Mr. Cooke numberleſs in- 


e timidations from giving ſupport to Captain Baillie. 
« He frequently told me, that if I was ſeen in com- 


« pany with Captain Baillie, or had any correſpon- 


« dence with him, an end would be put to my pre- 


„ ferment.” — That he afterwards ſaid to him, 1 


e find you keep company with Captain Baillie, and 
« he ſwore by God there would be an end put to my 
« preferment, if I did not deſiſt.“ 19 


„ That he heard Mr. Cooke make uſe of the like 


„ intimidation towards his father, the late Lieute- 
„% nant Lefevre.” Theſe menaces, very unjuſtifiable 
in any man, are ſhocking in a Clergyman, who ought 
to be an example of order and decency ; who ought 
to be animated with a peculiar charity towards the 
poor under his care, and who, inſtead of intimi- 


dating others from an enquiry into abuſes, ought to 


exceed every one elſe in zeal for their correction. 


12thly. IN RESPECT TO THE PAINTED 
HALL. | | | | | 
The books ſhew that . 1000 was given to Mr. 
Davies for this work, excluſive of ſcaffolding and 


various materials, that this was undertaken by private 


X x | | Mr. 
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— Hoſpital, to the full extent of his repreſentations, ' 
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Mr. Bertels, an eminent Picture- cleaner depoſed, 


(page 109, * That had it been advertiſed, he would 


o 


% have undertaken it for about £.400,” 


John Glaſs, Boatſwain, who had the care of the | 


Hall, depoſed (page 111). That he had kept an 
account of the cleaning and repairing the paintings 


at the time the work was carying on, and that from 


an account of the time of the work men, and of their 
wages (of which the workmen themſelves, and Mr. 
Davis's ſon had given him an account) the workman- 
ſhip, excluſive of materials, amounted öðnly to an 
hunared and ſeventy odd pounds. £ 78 
Mr. Cipriani, indeed, depoſed, © That he thought 
&* the work well done and reaſonable,” Mr, Cipriani 
compared this job with the cleaning and repairing 
the painted ceiling at the Banqueting-Houſe, now 
Whitehall Chapel, for which he thought he had been 
underpaid. Your Lordſhips will recollect, that Mr. 


Cipriani is one of the firſt Painters in England, and ſeafaring men. 


not one of the cheapeſt ; that painting and cleaning 


| rear are two very different ſorts of work ; that 


ittle more than care, and ſome practice, is neceſſary 
for the latter; while genius, and great art, to be 
acquired by long ſtudy, are requiſite to make a 
Painter. If proper œconomy had been attended to 
at Whitehall, or at Greenwich, ſome careful Picture- 


cleaner, at moderate wages, would have been em- 


ployed to remove the dirt, with which time had 
covered the paintings at thoſe places, and Mr. 
Cipriani, or ſome great maſter, might have retouched 
ſuch parts as had received any damage. : 

It is allo to be obſerved, that Mr, Cipriani had 
never ſeen the paintings at Greenwich before they 
were cleaned, except once, about nine years ago, 
when he did not conlider them with any. view to 
examine what work might be neceſſary to clean and 
repair them, and cannot now ſay in what ſtate they 
then were. He has never ſeen them, ſince cleaning, 
but once, and that from the floor, at a diſtance of 
about thirty feet. He has neither heard what. their 
meaſurement is, nor knows the quantity of work 


that has been done. From hence your Lordſhips 


will ſee how little Mr. Cipriani is capable of judging 
in this buſineſs, nor will your Lordſhips think that 
any juſt compariſon can be drawn from the re- 
pairs neceſſary to the works of Rubens, which have 
ſtood upwards of one hundred and fifty years, in the 
ſmoke of London, with thoſe of Sir James Thorn- 
hill, which are in the pure air of Greenwich, and 
have not exiſted half ſo long. . 


Thus, my Lords, has it been proved, by unde- 


niable teſtimony, on oath, at your Lordſhips Bar *, 


F 6 @ ED 8 


I is the lodging the clerks in the Hoſpital, and giving 
to ſome of the officers in the Houſe better accommodations 
than they hid before. Cy | 


There is no doubt but ſome of the wards and paſ.. 


ſages have been converted to theſe uſes; but it has 


not appeared, that it has been done in any improper 


degree, or for any improper purpoſe. To judge of 
this matter rightly, one ought to /ze the alterations; 
but I only ſpeak from the evidence we have had, and 
from that, I am ready to allow that there does not ap- 
pear to have been any abuſe in this article, except, 
perhaps, ſome impropriety in the manner by which 
ſeveral penſioners were ſuddenly diſlodged many years 
ago. eee Fo 

But I admit, that with the encreaſe of penſioners, 
an enereaſe of officers is neceſſary and that it is pro- 
per, that all officers and clerks, whoſe duty is in the 
Hoſpital, ſhould be lodged therein, provided they are 


I have no partiality in this buſineſs, and am happy 
where I find an inſtance of miſconduct not proved, to 
give the Hoſpital credit for it. Sorry I am, that of 
all the articles complained of, this is the only inſtance 
I can find under that predicament. n 


I NOW come to thoſe matters of abuſe, on which 
I mean to found the REPORT. They will come 
under two Heads, $00 „ 

iſt. THE INTRODUCTION OF LANDMEN, 
CONTRARY TO THE END AND PURPOSE 
OF THE INSTITUTION, AND THE DIREC- 
TIONS OF THE CHARTER | 

2dly. THE MISCONDUCT OF THE SEVE- 


RAL BOARDS. _ 


Under the firſt of theſe Heads, I ſhall firſt take 
notice, that in the Council there are five members, 
Mr. Eden, the Auditor, 
Mr. Ibbetſon, the Secretary. 
Mr. Cooke, 1 ES 
Mur. Maule, J Plains. 
Mr. Godby, the Steward, 


who are not within the words of the Charter, ſea- 
faring men, or ſuch as have loſt their limbs, or been 


otherwiſe diſabled in the ſea-ſervice. 
The Charter ſays, (page 17) that the government of 
the Houſe ſhall be performed by the Governor, and 


ſuch 4 Council of the Officers of the ſaid Hoſpital as the 


Admiralty ſhall from time to time appoint, 
Now the ſame Charter authorifing and empowering 
the Admiralty to appoint all officers neceſſary to be 


employed in and for the ſaid —_— adds, provided 
e ſaid Hoſpital be ſca- 


that all officers to be employed in t 


that no leſs than twelve material abuſes, complained © faring men, or ſuch who have loſt their limbs, or been 


of by Captain Baillie, have actually exiſted in the 
I. Danger of fire. | 
II. Shortneſs of ſheets. 
III. Shortneſs of ſhirts. 
IV. Badneſs of ſhoes. 
V. Badneſs of ſtockings. 
VI. Badneſs of waſhing. _ 
VII. Badneſs of women's cloaths. 
VIII. Badneſs of beer. 


IX. Blind men being deprived of the poſt and rails 


| in their walk. 

X. Sale of offices. yon 

XI. Intimidation to prevent Captain Baillie! from 
being countenanced. | IWF 


XII. Extravagance in repairing the Painted Hall. 
All thele are clearly proved. There are many 


others of leſs note, which I have omitted. 


The abuſes of greater conſequence, and on which 


I ſhall ground the REPORT remain to be obſerved. 
But before J proceed to ſtate them, I think it neceſ- 
ſary to mention one article, which although proved 
in a certain degree, I am free to admit does not ap- 


| pear to me to be an abuſe, | Wa 


© tioned, . | ! 


otherwiſe diſabled in the ſea: ſervicte. 


* 


Here is, I conceive, a direct violation of the Char- 
ter, for the Council muſt be compoſed f officers of 
the ſaid Hoſpital; and all officers muſt be ſeafaring 


men. If it is pretended, that theſe five members of 


the Council are not officers, the Charter is infringed, by 
making them of the Council. If they are officers, it is 


infringed, by their not being ſeafaring men, &c. 


Uſage and cuſtom can never be pleaded ro juſtify a 


breach of ſuch direct proviſions, nor can they here 


afford an excuſe; for if uſage had'ſhewn, that ſuch a 


deviation from the original Commiſſions was proper, 


the framers of the new. Charter, granted in 1975, and 


which ſeems ſo much accommodated to the views of 


the Admiralty, ſhould have rendered this legal, by 
leaving out the proviſo. But, they have done other- 


wiſe: they have in the New Charter repeated the 
ſtrict proviſo of the od Commiſſion, ** that all officers 
to be employed in the Hoſpital ſhall be ſeafaring 
men,” &c. Inſtead of altering this regulation, they 
have confirmed it by the more ſolemn tie of a Charter: 


They have made it a law for themſelves, which 


they have violated in the five inſtances | have men- 


bk 


* Lord Mansfield was pleaſed to ſay * the Debate, that not ſo much as au attempt had been made to prove any one abuſe, ex- 


Mx 


eept that of the exorbitant price paid for cleaning the pictures. 


{ 
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MY NEXT POINT, under the ſame head, is, 


that beſides theſe five members of the Council, there 
are twenty-one other offices in the Hoſpital, allo held 
by landmen, contrary to the Charter, viz. | 
Furbor, Schoolmaſter. 
John Pocock, Diſpenſer. 
Francis Cook, Secretary's Clerk. 
— Steward's firſt Clerk. 
ili , i ani 
Jam . Skeen, Butler $ Mates, 
Alexander Moore, Maſter Cook. 
Roger Hunt, Mate to ditto. 
Nicholas Levie Scullery-man. 
Robert Ruſſe | 
William Garner, F 8 
James Lane, Porter. 
avid Storey, | , 
- en C2 3 J Surgeon s Aſſiſtants. 
William Wheatley, Diſpenſer's Aſſiſtant. 
Stephen Hickman, Brewer. 
William Dickey, Turncock. 
William Dickey, Labourer. 
Robert Mylne, Clerk of the Works. 
Paunceford, Clerk of the Council. 
James Huggins, Labourer. 


I am not aware how this can be denied. They are 
all lodged in the Hoſpital, and 1 1 to me under 
the deſcription. of officers. 


MY THIRD POINT under the ſame head, i is, 
that of three Matrons, which are eſtabliſhed in the 
Hoſpital, two of them are not widows or . 
of ſeamen. 

Poſſibly a quibble may be raiſed, by ſaying, that 


women cannot be called officers, and cannot be ſea- 
faring men, or be ſuppoſed to have loſt their limbs 


and been dilabled in the ſea- ſervice. My anſwer is, 
that the evident object of the inſtitution was, for the 
navy ; and that whenever any perſons, properly under 
a nayal deſcription, can receive any benefit on this 
eſtabliſhment, for themſelves or their widows, they 
have a right to be preferred. Former uſage ſhews, 
that this very office of Matron has been looked upon 
in the Hoſpital to belong to widows of ſeamen ; but 
the preſent practice ſeems rather to conſider that cha- 
racter as a diſqualification. Mrs. Smith, the widow 
of a Captain in the navy, petitioned to be a Matron, 


but in vain. A Mrs. Dennis, the widow of an Ad- ſary, is there no ſeaman ſufficiently muſical for that 


employment? If not, this is but a ſingle exception. 


miral, has alſo petitioned; and there are now the 
widows of twenty officers of the navy ſerving as nurſes 


in the Hoſpital. If two of the preſent Matrons, be- 
ing neither, widows nor daughters of ſeamen, is not a 
breach of the Charter, it is, at leaſt, a Perverſion of 


the inſtitution. 
Under the ſame bead, I have further to obſerve, 


| that there are no leſs than 7wenty-five other ernploy-. 
ments held under Greenwich Hoſpital by landmen. As 


they are not lodged in the Hoſpital, I ſhall not con- 


tend that they hold their offices contrary to the words 
of the Charter, but certainly contrary to the /pirit of 


this foundation. 

There is ſcarcely any of theſe offices, which TR 
having ſerved at ſea, or who have been diſabled in the 
ſea ſervice, might not be found fully capable of exe- 
cub I conſiſt s | 


Surveyor, cite, &c. 


James Stuart, Surveyor. Wes 
William Ferguſon, - Auditor's Clerk. 
Henry Taylor, Surgeon's Servant 
George Hambley, Steward's Clerk. 

J. Samworth, ditto. 
George Smith, Clerk of de md $ Clerk. 
John Elder, ditto. 
Lufton Ralfe, Organiſt. 2 
George Pope, Brewer's Aſſiſtant, | 
n Pierſon, ditto. | 
John Smith, ditto. 


Perſons holding under the Derwentwater Eſtate. _ 
Doctor Scott, Rector of Simonbourne. 
Lancaſtor, Rector. | 
James Turner, Recei 
Nicholas Walton, ; R 


— — 


Perſons belonging to the 8 > Tower- 
daiÿll, all paid by the Hoſpital Fund. 
85 Thomas Hicks, Receiver. 
J. Cleveland, Comptroller. 
J. Beverley, Accomptant. 
J. Bryan, 
H. Mattocks, . | 
__ William Gray, Their Clerks. 
Charles Eve, 
J. Dalley, 
Margaret Scold, Houſe · keeper. 
Willlam Newnam, Mellenger. 
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Of theſe, the employment of Surveyor, who, it is 


ſaid, ** muſt be an eminent Architect,“ ſeems to me 


the only one which a ſeaman may not be capable of 
executing. 


But I muſt here obſerve, that in the Commiſſion 


there was a power given to the Commiſſioners © to call 


e into their aid and aſſiſtance filful artiſts, to the 
* end that the building and finiſhing of the ſaid Hoſ- 
„ pital may be carried on with as much ſpeed as 


* poſlible.” As ſuch, and while the building is going 


on, (which ought, long ago, to have been finiſhed 
an Architect may be employed, and when new works 
may be to be undertaken, ſuch a ſkiIful artiſt might 
be called in. This power was given by the Commiſ- 
fions to the General Court. The: Charter has left 
it out, to center all power in the Admiralty alone. 
But I do not fee any pretence for the Hoſpital's 


having two Architects, Mr. Stuart and Mr. Mylne, 


under the denomination of Surveyor and of Clerk of 
the Works. 

It has been faid, hs three other officers, viz. the 
Auditor, Organiſt, and Brewer, muſt be landmen. I 
do not ſee why this is neceſſary. The Auditor's buſi- 
neſs is not law buſineſs. If an Organiſt is neceſ- 


And as to the Brewer, I do not ſee why a ſeaman 
may not be as capable as the-preſent Brewer, Mr. 
Hickman, who was. educated an Enſign in the 
Guards. 


There can be no reaſon whe all the clerks and 3 


clerks ſhould not be ſeafaring men. 
Why ſhould not the two livings of the Derwent-. 
water eſtate be held by Chaplains of the Navy ? 


Why was Mr. Scott to have the preference over them 
all? What was his merit? Was it being the author 


of Anti-Sejanus, and other political writings ? 


I cannot help obſerving on the difference between 
the treatment of two perſons for their writings of the 


| ſame ſort, attack ing favouritiſm. Mr. Wilkes was 
| expelled Parliament, outlawed, fined, and impriſon- 
ed. The Rev. Mr. Scott was rewarded with a living, 
. 1000. a year. Mr. Wilkes adhered to his own in- 


dependent principles. Mr. Scott belonged to a fac- 


tion (of which the preſent Firſt Lord of the Admi- 


ralty is an eminent-branch) which changed their lan- 


guage and conduct on getting into place. 
It has been ſaid, that the Stewards of the Derwent- 
water eſtate muſt be landmen, but no reaſon has been 


given; it has been aſked by the noble Lord at the 
head of the Admiralty, © whether your Lordſhips 


* would ſend to Greenwich to get a Steward from 
among the penſioners, and whether being a diſ- 


e abled ſeaman was a qualification for a Land-Stew- 


* ard?” My anſwer is direct; it is no qualification, 
wut it is no objection. There may be, and there are 


many mexitorious ſeamen, who are diſabled, very 
capable 
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capabte of this office. Are there not many Admirals 
and Caprains Secretaries, Purſers, and other Officers, 
Lieutenants, or Capcains themſelves, who are per- 
fectly qualified for this office, and would be happy 
with fuch a-provition © !?!! lent 37»: 
I have next mentioned the Sixpenny-Office on 
Tower-hill. The ſalaries of the ten offices belong- 
ing to this eſtabliſhment come out of the ſeamen's 
pay. Why ſhould not ſeamen enjoy the benefits 
ariſing therefrom ? There can be no doubt but there 
are numbers of ſeamen capable of executing the little 
duty the Sixpenny-Office requires. 

From the foregoing account, your Lordſhips will 
ſee, that there are no leſs than fifty-three offices, de- 
pending on Greenwich Hoſpital, held by landmen. 
The noble Lord himſelf pretends only to cite ive of 
them, beſides the Steward of the Derwentwater eſtate, 
that he thinks ſeamen are not fit to hold. Much 
parade is made for not having placed landmen as 
penſioners in the Hoſpital, Theſe ſituations are of 
{mall account, compared with the profitable offices 
I have mentioned; which, to the amount of forty- 
ſeven, the noble Lord gives to landmen, although 
| he admits they are not ſuch as require the excluſion 
of 125 This is the TRUE FRIEND or THE Sta- 
MEN! | . e 


1 COME NOW TO THE SECOND HEAD. 
Flik MISCONDUCT OF THE BOARDS. 


There are ſeveral inſtances, in which the conduct 
of the BOARD OF DIRECTORS ftrike me as 
highly blameable, but I ſhall confine myſelf to two. 

It appears by their Minutes, that they had referred 
to the Council for their opinion, on the practice of 
giving money, inſtead of proviſions, to the men, 
under the denomination of Butler's Lift and Chalk-off 
_ £its. The Council faw ſome difficukies in removing 

the firſt ; but with regard to the laſt, the unanimous 
repreſentation of a very full Council, on the gth of 
Avguſt, 1776, was in the following words: “ That 
e {uch pradtice (referring to the Chalk-off Liſt) is 
* not only contrary to the eſtabliſhment, but inju- 
“ rious to the health and morals of the penſioners, 
e and is attended with many inconveniencies, im- 
<« proprieties, and irregularities, and ought to be to- 
« tally aboliſhed.” Page 42. 

| This repreſentation was made by the Council to 
the Board of Directors, in conſequence of a reference 
from themſelves. /- e | 
But the Court of Directors took no further notice 
of it, and- the practice ſubſiſts to this day. 
| indeed, ſaid by Mr. Ibbetſon, (page 43) that 
he had heard from his clerk, that the Directors had 
ſeen reaſon to preſerve that practice, as it would be 
taking too much off from the Charity Fund. And 
Lieutenant Moyle ſays, that many of the members 
of the Council had altered their opinions. But no- 
thing of this ſort appears on the Minutes either of 
the Board of Directors or of the Council. me 1 

1 hall not here diſcuſs whether ſuch a practice, 
which ſo full a Council had unanimouſly. recom- 
mended to be aboliſhed, and had fo ſtrongly. 
cenſured, was or was not deſerving that cenſure. 
But Captain Baillie and Captain Allwright ſwear, . 
that theſe, and other inſtances of neglect in the Board 
of. Directors, diſcouraged them from making further 
complaints. | | "3 42 | 

But the next is the maſt ſtriking and alarming in- 
| ſtance of miſconduct in the Board of Directors. It 
is the renewal of the contracts with. Peter Melliſh for 
ſupplying the Hoſpital with meat, notwithſtanding his. 
being on record for having cheated the Hoſpital, 

The ftory of this Melliſn is well. known, and. 
| briefly this: | n 

He was employed by the Directors to provide 
meat for the penſioners, at thirty-two ſhillings and 
ſixpence per hundred weight. The complaints of 
the penſioners of the badneſs of the meat, excited 
the Vigilance of Captain Baillie, who, at length, 
through the aſſiſtance of Alexander Moore, the 


- % 


compounded for a very trifle, the advantages of years, 


the timorous integrity of honeſt tradeſmen, who are 


villainies; and after deſerving the pillory a thouſand 


have not miſpent your time in marking and expoſing 


y: Nn 35. 


cook, detected the villainy of the contractor, profe- 
cuted him in ine King's Bench for the penalties he 
had forfeited, and brought him to puniſhwent in the 
face of his country. FF 

A ſecond action. was commenced againſt him for 
fimilar offences, which could bave been as eaſily 
proved, yet the Directors permitted him to com- 
pound for 100l. penalties, amounting to 5001, 
Notwithſtanding theſe repeatedinſtances of knavery, 
notwithſtanding it was proved that the meat he ſerved 
was worth only fourteen ſhillings, when he was paid 
more than thirty-two ſhillings per hundred, yet the 
Directors, in defiance of their duty, of humanity, 
and of their truſt, renewed their contract with this 
convicted criminal. e | 

I will do the Directors the juſtice to ſtate the apo- 
logy they have made for their conduct, as mentioned 
by one of them, Mr. Cuſt, at your Lordſhips bar; 
which is, That as Melliſh's offers were the loweſt, 
* they thought themſelves under an obligation to 
© contract with him 

But this principle is the moſt falſe, and the moſt 
dangerous in its conſequences of any I ever heard 
uttered ; it is contradictory to all the rules of pru- 
dence which direct private affairs, and to all the po- 
licy, propriety, and decorum which ought to regu- 
late matters af a public nature. It tends to maintain 
and encourage the wickedeſt and baſeſt of frauds; 
ſince, according to this idea, the public conviction 
of diſhoneſt practices, upon the moſt important of all 
ohjects, the ſuſtenance of [meritorious age and infir. 
mity, incurs, at worft, nothing but the immediate 
penalty; ſtill leaving the capacity for future truſt 
(truſt relative to the very object of the fraud) as per- 
fect ag ever. It thereby deſtroys the greateſt, if not 
the only prudential motive, that any trading man can 
have to integrity and juſtice; namely, the benefit of 
a fair character, and the truſt, confidence, and ex- 
tent of employmnnt, which ought inſeparably to fol- 
low it, But in conſequence of this principle, and of 
this example, a contractor with the public knows, 
that it is with difficulty he can be convicted at all of 
any fraud, however groſs and palpable ; he knows, 
the man who convicts him, will, like Captain Baillie, 
be praiſed and ruined ; he knows, that when he has 


: 


prong of the moſt lucrative peculations, he may, 
y the riches acquired through that very iniquity, be 
enabled to out-bid, as he had before out-faced, all 


kept down, and put to ſhame by the hardineſs of his 


times, he ſhall trample on all oppoſition, domineer 
in all markets, command all, contracts, extend a purſe - 
proud influence into every quarter of the country, 
and paſs the hours of his repoſe from fraud, in county- - 
clubs with the nobleſt company in the kingdom: 

This, my Lords, to a public ſo full of dealings 
and contracts of all forts, is no trifling concern. I 


this cruel and inſolent fraud, and the profit, power, 
and importance that reſults from it. It is for you to 
determine how far you will join in the corruption of 
the morals; and injury to the revenues of your coun- 
try, which muſt inevitably enſue from ſuch practices 
followed by ſuch rewards. —— 


I now come to the proceedings of the GENERAL 
COURT, and the COMMITTEE they appointed. 
Captain Baillie, after theſe and other fruitleſs at- 
tempts to get the abuſes of Greenwich Hoſpital re- 
dreſſed « the Council and Board. of Directors, drew 
out a full account of them and of the general ma- 
nagement of the Hoſpital for ſome years back, which 
he entitled, The Caſe of the: Royal Hoſpital for Seamen 

at Greenwich, \ | 
He cauſed it to be prioted, not with an intent to 
publiſh ir, but, in caſe he ſhould be obliged to pre- 
{ent it to all the Commiſſioners and Governors of 
the Hoſpital, to ſave the expence of having 200 co- 
pies written. His firſt ſtep was to wait on Lord 
Sandwich 


Mr. Stephens. 


Hove E060 


Sandwich, on the 5th of March, 1778, with a copy 
of this caſe, which, with a letter explaining his rea- 
ſons for ſo doing; (page 74) he left at the Admiralty. 
Captain Baillie proceeded no further in this buſineſs 
for ſome time, hoping his Lordſhip would take ſome 
ſtep towards examining into the complaints, and to- 
wards rectifying the abuſes. 3 

It was not till the ninth day, after leaving his com- 


plaint with Lord Sandwich, that Captain Baillie called 


on his Lordſhip to know if he had any commands 


relative to the ſubje& matter of the caſe he had laid 


before him. His Lordſhip ſaid he had not. Captain 
Baillie then waited till the 26th of March, 1778, when 
he delivered another Copy of his Caſe, with a letter 
to Mr. Stephens, page vii. E 

The noble Lord has given as a reaſon for not 


taking any notice of the letter and complaint of Cap- 


tain Baillie to him, that he did not come officially to 
bim; that letters to him are all of a private nature, that 
thoſe only which come to the Secretary of the Ad- 
miralty are of public concern. I ſhall not diſpute that 
this idea is ſtrictly adhered to, when a grievance is 
to be redreſſed; but if a favour had been to be granted, 
or a good contract to be patronized, I ſtrongly ſuſ- 


& that not writing to his Lordſhip would have 


Lind a ſtrange neglect and want of attention. 
And that a ſuiter would have little chance of ſucceſs 
who ſhould conteat himſelf with an official requeſt to 
At all events, Captain Baillie's prior application to 
the noble Lord, was a proof that he was not wanting 
in reſpect to bis Lordſhip, Pp 
Finding no redreſs from this ſtep, Captain Baillie; 
as ] have ſaid, wrote officially to Mr. Stephens, on 
the 26th of March, incloſed his Caſe of Greenwich 
Hoſpital, and deſired it might be laid before the Board 
of Admiralty. He alſo requeſted that their Lord- 
ſhips would be pleaſed to ſummon à full and General 
Court of the Commiſſioners and Governors, according to 
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forty perſons; of theſe, twenty four were Directors, 
and ſeven were Lords of the Admiralty, that is, hirty- 


one perſons immediately affected by the complaint. 


The remaining nine conſiſted of the Secretary at War 


and Treaſurer of the Navy, who never attend, and of 
the Secretary of the Admiralty and Fx Commiſſioners 
of the Navy, who were not the moſt proper men in 
the world to ſit in judgment on the conduct of the 
Admiralty—a ſuperior foard, under whole directions 
they are immediately placed, _ ne diag 
When this General Court, thus compoſed, met on 
the 14th of April, it conſiſted of 25 perſons, of which 
all but wo were affected by the complaint, either as 
Lords of the Admiralty, or as Directors; and thoſe 


two were Mr, Stephens, the Secretary to the Admiral- 
ty, and Sir Richard Temple, a Commiſſioner of the 


Navy. All the other great perſonages, officers of 


ſtate, and others that are members of this court, were 


not ſummoned, as they had been when Mr. Smeaton was 
appointed Steward to the Derwentwater eſtate, nor 


was the meeting 8 in the Gazette, as Captain 
cannot be urged, that this 


Baillie had requeſted. Tt 
was refuſed for any good reaſon, fince the ſubſequent 
General Court, in Auguſt, to receive the report of the 
Committee, was advertiſed without any requeſt of 
Captain Baillie's, To advertiſe the meeting in 


Auguſt, when it could produce no effect; every body 


being out of town at that ſeaſon, and to refuſe it in 
April, when many might have attended, ſerves only 
6 convince us, that Captain Baillie's requeſt was 


liable to no other objection. than the good effect it 


might have produced. 


This Court, thus conſtituted, met on the 14th of 


April, 1778. 9 
The Minutes ſay, that Lord Sandwich informed 
them he had called them together, to lay before 


& them Mr. Baillie's letter to Mr. Stephens, and his 
% printed Caſe. His Lordſhip alſo laid before them 


« ſeveral applications from the Board of Directors, 


| the true intent and meaning of the Charter, to whom he ' © ſeveral officers of the Council, principal civil officers, 
moſt ardenily wiſhed to appeal. He alſo hoped, that to ' and numbers of clerks, &c. (who conceive them- 
maks ſuch a Court efficient it would be advertiſed three ' © ſelves greatly traduced and injured by the charges 
times in the Gazette, as well as ſummonſes ſent, that a © contained in Captain Baillie's book) deſiring re- 
proper number of reſpectable charaters might be preſent. © dteſs; all which were read. Captain Baillie ac- 
Page vii. ä kncwledges himſelf to be the Author of the printed 
F beg leave here to obſerve, that this requeſt of Caſe. Great part of the faid Caſe was then read, 
Captain Baillie, that proper ſummonſes, or notices might particularly ſuch of it as more immediately reflect. 
Ze ſent, was a matter of ſome importance. It is re- * ed upon the proceedings of the Directors, and their 
 markable that there appears but one inſtance in the Secretary... 
Records of the Hoſpital, as far as I have been able Mr. Cuſt, (one of the Directors) then moved, that 
to examine them, in which regular notice was ſent to a Committee might be appointed to inveſtigate the 
all the members of the General Court of Commiſſi - grounds of the charges contained in the ſaid printed 
oners to attend any meeting. So that perhaps all ook. Ne N \ 
their proceedings from the firſt ſettlement of the Hoſ- Captain Baillie was then deſired to name ſeven 
pital, may, (if on a more ſtrict ſearch this ſhould of the moſt independent Directors to form a Com- 
prove ſo, ) be deemed illegal and void, for want of mittee, which he declined. Lord Sandwich then 
ſuch ſummons. And if the Houſe ſhall think pro- © took a liſt of the Directors, and having put down 
per to proceed further in this bufineſs, ſuch a ſtrict “ the names of the following Gentlemen, viz. 
ſearch may. be very neceſſary. The ſingle inftance _ Sir Merrick Burrel, 
I have mentioned, was when a new Steward was to « Mr. Fonnereay, 
be appointed to the Derwentwater eſtate. Mr. Ib- « Mr. Cuſt, 
betſon has informed the Committee, that on that oc- | « Mr. Savory, _ 
cafion there being two candidates, he had, of his own « Mr. Barker, 
mere motion, ſent ſummonſes to all the members, , 0 ir. Well... - * 
except the Princes of the Blood. It does not, how- -<« "Mr. James, .*' +. - | 
ever, appear that this was ever repeated, not even on « Mr. Reynolds, — 
the paſſing the new Charter, nor on this occaſion, „Captain Baillie was aſked, if he had any objection 
when it was particularly requeſted by the Lieutenant= to them, to which he declined giving any other 
Governor, on a complaint of great abuſes, into which * anſwer, than that he diſapproved of the mode. It 
he deſired the General Court would enquite.  ' was then refolved, « 2 
His requeſt that notice in the Gazette might be That the above-mentioned Gentlemen, except 
three times given, was alſo totally diſregarded. The Mr. Fonnereau, who deſired to be excuſed on account 
Court was called in the uſual manner, which from of his ill health; ſhould be a Committee (of whom 


Mr. Ibbetſon we learn, is, to ſummon only “ the 
% Lords of the Admiralty, Secretary at War, Trea- 
4 ſurer and Commiſſioners of the Navy, Lieutenant. 
«* Governor, Auditor and Directors of the Hoſpital, 
« and Deputy Maſter of Trinity Houſe.” Theſe, 
it is obſervable, amounted on the preſent occaſion to 


« three to be a Quorum) 7o inveſtigate the grounds of 


«© the ſeveral Charges contained in the above-mentioned 


« book; and they were deſired to proceed upon that 


& buſineſs with all convenient diſpatch, at ſuch 11925 | 


* and places as they ſhould think moſt proper for the 
% purpoſe; and, when they had completed ſuch in- 
Y y i nts « veſtigation, 
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& veſtigation, to let the Lords of the Admiralty 
« know itz that another General Court might. be 
* call:d to receive their Report.“ Dl, 20 

| Two refleQions occur on. the proceedings of this 
General Court, compoſed, as I have before ſtated, of 
 Direttors and Lords of the Admiralty, The firſt is, 
that they conſidered the Directors as peculiarly con- 
cerned in Captain Baillie's bock—Lord Sandwich had 
laid before this General Court applications from them 
complaining of it and defiring,redre/s. The whole of 
theſe and other applications' were read, while oaly a 
great part of Captain Baillie's Caſe was read. The 
Minutes ſpecify the part which was read“ to have 


been particularly that which more immediately re- 
fected upon the proceedings of the Directors and their. 


Secretary.” But notwithſtanding theſe proofs that 
the General Court looked upon the Directors as more 
immediately concerned in the complaint, they ap- 
pointed a Committee, conſiſting ol of Directors, to 


examine the grounds of it. The Minutes of the Ge- 


neral Court ſtate Captain Baillie as ohjectigg only 


againſt the mode of proceeding, But he has ſworn, 


that he objected to the conſtitution of that Committee, 


as compoſed of Directors, parties in the buſineſs. 
This evidence has not been controverted, and Captain 
Baillie's letter of the 18th of April, 1778, page 


viii, to the Committee, proteſting againſt their 


conſtitution and proceedings, is very full upon the 


. 


ſubject. | 
The ſecond reflection to be 


tion of the General Court are in the following words: 


* To inveſtigate the grounds of the charges contain- ; 
cd in the ſaid book.” This was the matter referred ed, 
to them, and no other. They were to enquire into 


—_— 


the 8 of the complaint alledged by Captain omplained OI 
| tain Baillie, were ſuffered to take ſuch notes as they | 


the complaints of thoſe individuals who had petition- pleaſed, 


#: 


matter referred to the n. B 
it theſe Gentlemen 


elect made is, that the mo- 
tion for the Committee by Mr. Cuſt, and the reſolu - 
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Cowley's evidence. Mr. Cuſt, (page ga) admits that 
he had ſettled. with Mr. Morgan, who was employed 
as. Counſel for the perſons (who bad camplained- againſt 
Captain Baillie, the plan for the proceedings of the 


Committee. This plan we learn from Mr. Morgan, 


was as follows: To collect from Captain Baillie's 
book ſuch articles as related to one particular officer 
—ſuch as the Secretary, Surveyor or Steward, and to 

all upon Captain Baillie io make good thoſe charges, 
8 ſelected by Mr. Morgan. In: this manner the 
Committee directed him to proceed, hotwithſtanding 
his repeated proteſtations againſt ſo extraordinary a 
method. I believe this is the, firſt inſtance in any 
court whoſe conduct claimed the ſmalleſt fimilitude to 
legal proceedings, where an accuſer was dictated to as 
to the manner in which he ould accuſe, and his lac- 
cuſation regulated by the Counſel. for the accuſed. Phe 
5 of Captain -Baillie's complaints was broken. 

Te was obliged to jump backwards and forwards, 
from one page to another, juſt as Mr. Morgan choſe 
to lead him. When he wanted to bring more evi- 
dence, he was refuſed. It was either foreign to the 
ſubject or not the proper time. 


. 4 ; 


Mar. Cuſt had -repeatedly aſſured him, chat when 


Mr. Morgan had done, he ſhould be heard, and bring 


what witgeſſes he pleaſed. Mr. Baillie ſubmitted, 
relying an his ne but Mr. Barker, who was 
Chairman on the laſt day of the Committee, knew 


nothing of this promiſe, and ſuddenly breke up tlie 
Committee, without ſuffering Captain Baillie to pro- 


duce any further evidence. 


o N a 


Captain Baillie had brought a Short-hand writer to 
take an account of the proceedings. This was refuſ- 
and the man was turned gut ef the room; al- 
though Mr. Ibbetſon, the Rev. Mr. Cooke, and 
others complained of, and complaining againſt Cap- 


One inſtagce of Captain Baillie's fairneſs is very re- 


markable. It had been contended that the ſpecimens 
ol bad cloathing which Captain Baillie offered to pro- 

duce, might have been picked Sir William James 
.. propoſed examining the firſt men that paſſed. Capt. 
.. Baillie maſt readily. aſſented to. ſuch an impartial exa- 
, mination, and earneſtly preſſed that the men on guard, 

or any other men taken by chance, might be examined: 


d par- but this was refuſed by the Committee. (Page 132.) 


not reach a hrtle- fur 
culed were not the moſt proper judges to ir a cauſe 
. of the ſame nature as their own, and where their own 


* 


grie vance of the poc 
11 rails belonging to a walk called the Blind Men's Wait, 
whereby they were enabled to feel their way in ſafety, 
had been taken down, and had occaſioned; ſome acci- 
dents. One man had fallen down, and broke his thigh. 
(Page 88.) , Captain Baillie begged that ſeveral of the 
blind men then at the door might be called in, and 
examined as to. this. complaint. This was refuſed, 


Let us now fee how the Oommittee proceeded. ge ſhem how theſe meetings were attended. 


At the firſt megting were 


Another inſtance before alluded to, proves how this 
Committee inveſtigated the grounds of the charges 


contained in Captain Baillie's book. He ſtates a 
poor blind men, that the poſts and 


and it was. then that Captain Baillie going out of the 
room loſt his temper, and told theſe poor creatures that 


they would meet with no redreſs 3 that they might 


&« break their necks and be damned, nobody would 
« ſavethem,” At your Lordſhips bar, Mr. Barker, the 
Chairman (page 105) and Sir William James, (page 
130) one of the Committee, have depoſed, that their 
reaſon, for not examining into this matter was, bat it 
had been redreſſad.— But as I haye before ſtated, Capt. 
Allwright, who. lives in the Hoſpital, poſitively ſwears, 


that the poſts and rails in the blind men's walk, taken 
.. down before, Captain Baillie's book appeared, have 


never been put up again! (Page 135. 
The Minutes of the proceedings of this Committee 


At the ſecond meeting, 
21 4 Mr . Cuſt, 45 Sho 

"IG Mr. Savory, 8 
Me, Reynolds, 


At 


preſent, 
Mr., Cuſt, Io . 

Mr. Wells, 
Mr. Savorys- | 
Mr, Reynolds. 


BE Cab 
At the third meeting, 


Mr. Cuſt, 


„ ˙· n M.. 

Mr. Barker. Mr. Wells, 
Mr. Reynolds. [And Mr. James, for the 
„ 1 firſt time. Th 


At the fourth meeting. 


At the fifth meeting, 

Sir Merrick 
f : Mr. James, e 
And Mr. Reynolds. 


At the fixth meeting, 
„ r. Cuſt!s » jo 
Burrel,, Mr. Wells, 3 
| Mr. Reynolds. 


— 


EY 
At the ſeventh meeting, 
Mr. Barker, | 

Mr. James, 

Mr. Wells, 


No one of the members attended all the meetings, 
ſo that none of them could ſay he had gone through 


this examination, ſuch, as it was. There was an 
eighth meeting, but whether to call it of the Com- 


mittee or of Directors, I know not. Captain Baillie 


was excluded from this meeting. An anſwer from 


the Directors reſpecting their conduct was there drawn 
up, and added to the Report, but no accuſer, wit- 
neſs, or evidence, heard. Mr. Cuſt and Mr. Barker 
ſigned the Report, as Chairman. Mr. Cuſt has de- 
poſed, that he ſigned only for the ſix days he at- 
tended; but Mr. Barker (page 107) has ſworn that 
he ſigned for the proceedings of the whole ſeven 
days, although he was preſent only two days; 
„ preſuming (as he ſays) that the Committee did 
«© when he was abſent as when he was preſent; and 
& that being men of buſineſs, they could not a& 
& otherwiſe than regularly) 

The General Court of Commiſſioners and Gover- 
nors was held on the 12th of Auguſt to receive the 
report of this Committee. {Ls 


4 * 


1 have already mentioned, that this meeting was 


advertiſed in the Gazette; but being in the midſt 


of Summer, this meaſure did riot produce a very great 
attendance. There were, preſent twenty perſons ;: of 
theſe, ſixteen were intereſted in the complaint. The 
other four were, Mr. Stephens, Secretary to the Ad. 
miralty, Sir George Rodney, and Sir Edward Hughes, 
Admirals, and Sir John Williams, Commiſſioner of 
At this meeting a report of the Committee was 
read, as was a letter from Captain Baillie to the 

| Governors and Commiſſioners, objecting to the Com- 
mittee, complaining. of their proceedings, &c. &c. 
(pages 79.9 80.) i 
An altercation then took 


place, whether an aſſer- 
tion of Captain Baillie's in that letter, „that he was 
*« informed by Lord Sandwich at the laſt Court, that 
« zone are ſummoned to the General Conrts but tho 
whom He thinks proper,” was founded in truth. Lord 
Sandwich appealed to the Commiſſioners'who were 
at the laſt Court, and they all were poſitive © that 
< his Lordſhip had not ſaid any thing which could 
be ſo underſtood,” There can be no doubt on 
ſoch teſtimony, and yet I can congeive that Captain 
Baillie might be led ſo to underſtand the matter, 
from finding that his requeſt for a general ſummons 
was diſregarded, and his deſire that the meeting 
might be advertiſed, complied with only when it 
could be of no uſe, | VV 
The General Court came to the following reſo- 
lutions: | N | 2 
That the ſeveral charges contained in Captain 
Baillie's book, which have been examined into by 
the Committee, appointed for that purpoſe, appear 


generally malicious and void of foundation, and 


** tending to diſturb the peace and good government 
< of the Hoſpital ;—and that a copy of the report of 
© the ſaid Committee be. therefore laid before the 
Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty, and that 
it be ſubmitted to their Lordſhips, whether, for 
+ the better government of the Hoſpital, it may not 
be adviſeable to remove the ſaid Captain Baillie from 


— 
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* bis employments of Lieutenant Governor, and one of 
© the Directors thereof.” | EE pe b 
In Ig me Baillie's evidence (page 80) he ſwears, 
that he had in his hands the depoſitions for his de- 
fence in the King's-Bench. That he tendered them 
to the General Court. They were refuſed, and the 
* anſwer was, they were not come to hear evidence 


upon oath, but the report of the Committtee.” 


It did not require much time to give to theſe re- 
ſolutions of the General Court, the ſtamp of autho- 
rity from the Admiralty. The three Lords who had 


juſt ſar as Members of the General Court, imme- 
. diately transformed themſelves into a Board of Ad- 


ce the Council of Greenwich Hoſpital, till further 
RT LETT to 8 
. ET ITO 
That Directions be forthwith given to Sir Charles 
* Hardy, to cauſe him to be ſuſpended accordingly.” 
Two days after, viz. on the_.14th of Auguſt, 
1778, Captain Baillie, in his letter (page xi.) to 
Mr. Stephens, requeſted him to move the Lords 
'« of the Admiralty. to direct that he might be fur- 
* niſhed with a copy of the order by which he was 
* ſuſpended,“ but could never obtain the ſame. 
On the 1ſt of December, 1778, Captain Baillie 
wrote to the Lords of the Admiralty, intreating to 
be reftored to his ſtation in the ſaid Hoſpital 


On the 8th of December, 1778, (page xi.) Cap- 
tain Baillie wrote to Mr. Stephens, begging that he 
„ would be pleaſed to lay his humble requeſt before 
& their Lordſhips, or the General Court, as the caſe 
* might be, to the end that he might have authentic 
«© copies of any new complaints. And allo that their 
< Lordſhips might be pleaſed to give directions that 
he might have a true copy of the report made at 
e the General Court, held at the Admiralty of the 
« 12th of Auguſt laſt, by the late Committee of 
„% Enquiry appointed for that purpoſe.“ TOY 
In anſwer to this letter of Captain Baillic's, Mr. 
Stephens, on the 11th of December, writes, © I am 
% commanded by their Lordſhips to acquaint you, 
that they have, not received any new complaints 
<' againſt you, and that as the report above-mentioned 
„ was made to the General Court, their Lordſhips do 
not think themſelves authoriſed to give directions for 
& your being furniſhed with a copy of it.“ 

It is true that this letter is not before the Com- 
mittee. The order having been only. for letters 
written to the Admiralty, not for thoſe written by 
their Secretary. But the original is in Captain 
Baillie's poſſeſſion, and ready to be produced to you 
Lordſhips. (See page xl. No. 14.) 5 

n the 25th of December, 1778, (page xl.) The 
Admiralty diſmiſſed Captain Baillie. The Minute 
of their proceedings is ſo curious and ſo important 
in this buſineſs, Boe I muſt beg leave to read the 
whole Minute of it. | oy ni $07: 


7 


Admiralty- Office, December 25, 1778. 
The - Preſent. _.. 
Earl of- Sandwich, 
- - Mr. Buller, 
Earl of Liſburne, 
Lord Mulgrave. 
| © Read 


176 


Read a letter of the iſt inſtant from Captain 


«© Baillie, deſiring to be reſtored to his ſtation in 


« Greenwich Hoſpital ; 

« Read allo a letter from the Directors, and a me- 
c morial ſigned by fifteen df the principal Officers, 
« as well military as civil, both dated the 4th in- 
ie ſtant, repeating their former applications, that 
4 Juſtice may be done to their much injured cha- 
uy racers IE | beet 

% Read alſo the warrant by which Captain Bail- 
« Jie was appointed Lieutenant-Governor of Green- 
„ wich Hoſpital ; the order for his ſuſpenſion, and 
te the clauſe of the Charter authorizing and em- 
« powering the Admiralty Board to diſplace, - move, 
<« or ſuſpend officers for miſbehaviour, and to ap- 
r point others in their room 93 | 8 

„% And their Lordſhips having reſumed the con- 
« fideration of the Minutes of the General Court, 
c and the report of the Committee relative to Cap- 


** tain Baillie, and the ſeveral applications which 


% have been before made to them by the Directors 
and others who conceived themſelves greatly in- 
&« jured by his book, | £ „ 
„ Reſolved, © | | F 

« That the ſaid Captain Baillie, for his miſbeha- 
„ yiour, 4s ated in the report before mentioned, be 
t removed troni the offices of Lieutenant-Gover- 
< nor, one of the Directors, and one of the Coun- 
4% cil of Greenwich Hofpital. 5 5 
| © Reſolved, 
* That Captain 
« in the ſaid 
&* in his room. 3 „„ 

c That the Captains of the ſaid Hoſpital, below 
« the ſaid Captain Mapleſden, be moved up, And 

That Captain James Cooke be appointed fourth 
Captain, in lieu of Captain Chadds . 
On the 35th of January following, Captain 
Baillie, in à letter to Mr. Stephens, page xli. 
repeats his be, in the ſtro 


Jarvis Mapleſden, firſt Captain 
oſpital, be appointed to theſe offices 


ngeſt manner, for 
a copy of the report, together with the other papers re- 
 lative to him, and read before the Admiralty on the 
25th of December, when be was diſmiſſed. He alſo 
deſires to have copies of the reſolution of the General 


Court of the 12th of Auguſt laſt, reſpecting himſelf, and 


of the original order to the Committee. He defires 
theſe for the furtherance of juſtice, being adviſed, 
that he is entitled to a legal remedy. - 


4 


Captain Baillie again, on the gth of February, 
in his letter to. Mr, Stephens, page xlii. repeats 
bis requeſt for theſe papers. He inſiſts on them 
as his right, and at all events hopes be ſhall be entitled 
to an anſwer, 1 Tf 
But to all theſe requeſts Captain Baillie got no 
other anſwer than that of the 11th of December 
above · mentioned, wherein the copy of the report 
was refuſed, and he never obtained any of the papers, 

It is here neceſſary that I ſhould call your Lord- 
ſhips attention very particularly to this proceeding 
of the Board of Admiralty. By the new Charter of 
1775, the Admiralty had got the power of appoint- 
ing to all offices in the Hoſpital. They had alſo 


| obtained the power and authority to diſplace, move, 


er ſuſpend, any officer for his miſbebaviour. . 
1 believe it will not be contended, but that the 
Charter giving the power of removal for miſbeha- 


haviour, reſtricts that power for any other cauſe than 


miſbehaviour: That by ſo doing, all Officers ſo ap- 
pointed, enjoy a freehold in their office, from which 
they can be removed only for miſbehaviour. The 
perſons to judge on this miſbehaviour are the Ad- 
miralty; but in judging of it they muſt obſerve 
ſomething of the uſual forms of legal proceedings. 


Before a man can be removed from his freehold, he 


muſt be charged with ſome act of miſbehaviour, as 


a cauſe for his removal. That act ,muſt be regu- 


larly proved, and he muſt be heard in his own de- 
fence. The Court authoriſed to determine, muſt 
itſelf hear the cauſe. © It cannot delegate the powers 
with which it is veſted. The Charter has conſtituted 
the Admiralty the proper Board to remove for mit: 


: 
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behaviour they alone can judge of it. No other ſet 

of men can exerciſe this judgment for them. 
la the preſent inſtance, even that burleſque upon 

Courts of Enquiry the Committee, was not appointed 


by the Admiralty, but by the General Court. And 


the General Court itſelf has no power by the Char. 
ter to judge of miſbehaviour. It is the conduct of 


the Admiralty, acting as a Board of Admiralty, that 


can be alone conſidered in this buſineſs; nor will it 
be of any avail to ſay that the General Court by its 
conſtitution, neceſſarily included ſuch a number of 
the Lords of the Admiralty as would make a Board. 

When they meet at a General Court of Commiſ. 
ſioners and Governors of Greenwich Hoſpital, al- 
though the meeting is at the Admiralty Office, al- 
though they ſit there in right of their ſeat at the 


Admiralty, yet they are then acting only as Gover- 
nors of Greenwich Hoſpital. 


To exerciſe the powers veſted by the Charter in 


the Admiralty, that Board muſt be legally convened, 
and fit and do buſineſs as a Board of Admiralty. 
This diſtinction is evidently admitted in the pro- 


deedings now on your Lordfhips table. The General 
Court, on the 1 2th of Avgulſt, recommend the remox al 
of Captain Baillie. The Board of Admiralty on the 
ſame day, conſiſting of the fame three Lords who 
had attended the General Court, take into conſide- 
ration the recommendation of the General Court, 
and ſuſpend Captain Baile. ' His removal on the 
25th of December, is -alfo by the Board of Ad- 
miralt : V 

But did that Board of Admiralty ever take thoſe 
ſteps which J have mentioned, as requiſite to remove 
a man from his freehold, or indeed to ſubject him to 
a penalty bf. any kind grounded upon his delinquency 
in any way? Was Captain Baillie charged with an 

ſpecific inſtance of miſbehaviour ? Did the Board of 
Admiralty. communicate any ſuch charge to Captain 


| Baillie ? Did the Board of Admiralty ever hear. any 


one individual witneſs againſt Captain Baillie ? Was 
there any confrontation of witneſſes ? Was Captain 
Baillie heard- in his defence, or-ever heard at all ? It 
appears by the evidence, that none of theſe req iſites 
were obſerved. —Can your Lordſhips then heſitate 
to ſay, Captain Baillie's removal, fo circumſtaiiced, 
was illegal? But it may be faid, that Captain Ball- 
lie's appointment was only during pleaſure. I know 


that the practice has been ſo to word the commiſſio:. 
of officers in 


Greenwich Hoſpital; but the Charter, 
which mentions the Lieutenant - Governor, and which 
gives to him and to all officers a freehold in their 
office, can never, as I conceive, be defeated by a prior 
appointment, having given them a tenure of leſs 
extent. But if we were to admit, what never can be 
admitted, that the office was held during the King's 
pleaſure is there any thing to ſhew, that the King's 
leaſure, has been taken on the occaſion? It is the 
Board of Admiralty, as a Board (and not a Miniſter 
ſignifying the King's determination of an office) that 
removes Captain Baillie. Their own ſenſe of the 
matter is beyond all diſpute, by their own mode of 
proceeding. .. They acted upon a complaint. That is, 
they acted judicially. They read the complaints of 
the ſeveral parties, and enter the reading on their Mi- 
nutes. They read the Charter impowering them to 
remove for miſbehaviour. -They therefore proceeded 
with a full ſenſe, that complaint and miſbehaviour 
was the ſole ground of their authority to remove. 
In a word, they proceeded formally as a Court, and 
with the greateſt regularity imaginable, omitting only 
the eſſential part, that is all ſort of proof of the miſ- 


| behaviour on which they grounded their judgment, 


and the hearing or calling the 
thought proper to condemn. ' | | | | 
I now come to the laſt and moſt material article of 
abuſe, that has exiſted in Greenwich Hoſpital, 1 
mean the alterations in the Charter from the old Com- 
The noble Lord, at the head of the Admiralty, 
ſeems to pride himſelf much, that in the inveſtiga- 

tion of this part of the buſineſs, theſe alterations have 
7 | not 


party whom they 
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not been brought home to him. It is certain that 


the witneſſes, Mr. Evereſt, and Mr. Sibthorpe, Mr. 
Ibbetſon, and Mr. Eden, have ſteadily. ſworn that 
his Lordſhip had no concern in them. From their 
evidence it does not appear that his Lordſhip knew 


any think of | ſuch buſineſs being in hand, til! 
_ © otherwiſe,” 


the draught was laid before the Court of Direc- 
Before I. rewark on this fact, I muſt beg leave 


it is that the, noble Lord, who values himſelf fo 
highly on his attention to the minuteſt affairs of that 
Hoſpital, ſhould take great pains to prove that he 


. . 0 5 0 N 
paid · no attention whatever to the moſt material points A AL LOL | 
take up your Lordſhips time in diſproving the u- 

PRACTICABILITY (another exception taken) of re- 


of all, no regard to the ſole foundation of all the ceco- 
nomy, police, rights and powers of that inſtitution, 
and even of his power over it. The Charter I hat 


he ſhould have been even ignorant, utterly ignorant 


of the whole of this important tranſaction — he who 
ſo highly values himſelf on fitting up a dining room! 


did ever any man before that noble Lord attempt to 


exculpate himſelf from being the author, or adviſer 
of an act which in argument he holds not only de- 
fenfible but proper, by proving himſelf guilty of 
a negligence extremely culpable, and which it is im- 
poſſible to defend! it is a ſtrong preſumption that he 
looks on that Charter to be of ſuch a nature, that a 
complete ignorance of it, and a negligence, however 
faulty, that removes him at a diſtance from any inter- 
ference in it, is the moſt reputable ſituation with 
regard to that buſineſs, in which he can ſtand. 

But however this may be, I may hope ſtill to con- 
tend that the alterations were ſuch as his Lordſhip 
did not diſapprove. As to its not being proved that 
he contrived them, I am perfectly contented. that the 
noble Lord ſhould remain poflefſed of the triumphs 
he ſeems ſo pleaſed with on this occaſion, It is imma- 
terial to me who altered the Charter.—lIt is not im- 
material to Greenwich Hoſpital that it was fo al- 
tered. „ N 
The firſt alteration is taking from the General 


Court, the recommendation to all the officers in the | 
* perſons were named to be choſen our of.” 


Hoſpital, which was veſted ſolely in them by the 
commiſſion, and placing in the Admiralty the ap- 
pointment of all officers without ſuch recommen- 
dation, en Sn ETC 
This alteration totally changes the conſtitution of 
Greenwich Hoſpital. Ir renders the Genera] Court 
of Commiſſioners and Governors inſignificant, and 
makes the Admiralty the ſole and uncontrouled ruler 
of this charity. It deprives it of all check, and of 
all hopes of redreſs in caſe of abuſe. 
If the General Court in any inſtance was guilty of 
miſconduct, the ſuperintending power of the Admi- 


was ready to correct the grievance. But now the Ad- 


miralty has ingroſſed the whole government of the 


Hoſpital; if by chance they ſhould ſwerve from their 


duty, be guilty of any job, or place landmen in this 
naval eſtabliſhment, where is the controlling power 
that can correct them? I know of none but Parlia- 
ment, and your Lordſhips have ſeen the difficulties 
attending ſuch proceedings here. | 
The higher branches of Government ſhould always 
be confined to their proper ſphere, and never be 
ſuffered to become executive, where they ſhould be 
only ſuperintending. - 
While the government of the Eaſt-India Compa- 
ny was left to their own Directors, though very ill 
conducted, it was not half ſo ill conducted as ſince 


Miniſters have, in fact, taken it into their own hands. 


Before that time, the ſervants of the Company were 


under ſome reſtraint from the fear of the interpoſi- 


tion of Government, and of being puniſhed for abuſes. 
Now, that fear is removed, ſince it is Government 
ittelt which directs; and there is now no greater fear 


in robbing the inhabitants of India; in extorting 
preſents of millions from Nabobs and Princes, or in 
plundering the Company itſelf, than in rendering 
England a bankrupt nation to enrich a Miniſter and 
his dependents. : 


the Minute-books of the Hoſpital abound, 
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| Any power without check, is dangerous. That 
acquired by the Admiralty in Greenwich Hoſpital, 
is, in fact, without a check. | 
But we are told by the noble Lord, in defence of 


this important alteration, © that v/age, as well as 


* common, ſenſe, ſhews it was never intended to be 


- I ſhall not trouble your Lordſhips with any remarks 


; uit beg leave upon that extraordinary ſpecies of common-ſenſe which 
to point out to your Lordſhips, how extraordinary | 


attempts to prove, that a commiſſion giving in the 
moſt expreſs terms the right of recommendation to a 
body of men, meant thereby, that they ſhould never 


uſe it, but that another ſhould. 


L.ſhould think myſelf till leſs excuſable, if I ſhould - 


gulations which commenced in the year 1703, and, 
according to the noble Earl's own account, did not 
ceaſe till the year 1722. I ſhall content myſelf with 


Explaining how the other defence, uſage, ſupports 
this pretended intention of the Commiſſion ſo different 


from its proviſions. | | | 
I find from the Minutes of the Hoſpital, that the 
courſe of proceeding, at the firſt eſtabliſhment, and 
for many ſucceeding years, was this : | 
Upon the vacancy of any office, the petitions of 
thoſe who had any claims to offer, were preſented to 
the Meeting of the Directors. There the certificates 


of their qualifications were examined, their reſpective 


pretenſions enquired into, and a report made of the 
whole to the General Court. | 5 

At the General Court the report of the Directors 
was taken into conſideration, and an order made for 
recommending to the Admiralty ſuch of the candi- 


dates as were fixed on for ſupplying the vacant offices. 


It ſometimes happened, when the merits of che peti- 
tioners were nearly equal, or when the Court wiſhed 
to pay a perſonal compliment to the Lord High Ad- 
miral, that the Court recommended two or more for 
Prince of Denmark. 
The noble Earl has ſaid, 


the ſame office, leaving the choice of them to the 


« that in one inſtance ſix 
| 1 to lam 
exceedingly obliged to his Lordſhip for pointing out 


this inſtance to the Committee, as the proceedings of 
the Admiralty, of the Directors, and of the General 


Court in that caſe, afford the completelt proof how 
the «ſage was, and will fave me the trouble of ſelecting 
many others, out of the numerous inſtances, in which 
It is in 
the Minute-book D, folio 23. | Cy 
By the Directors in the Hoſpital at Greenwich, 


December 29, 1716, 


„ Mr. Kynaſton acquainted the Board, that he 
“had received a letter from Mr. Burchet, Secretary 
* to the Admiralty, with directions to acquaint the 


Directors from their Lordſhips, that by the Commiſ- 


e fon all the Officers for Greenwich Hoſpital are to be 
recommended by the Commiſſioners, and not by the 
Directors, and that their Lordſhips had appointed 
te that a General Court be held this day ſe'nnight, in 
* order to recommend a Secretary to the ſaid Hoſpi- 
* 2.” l 5 | 
At a General Court of the Commiſſioners, at the 


. Admiralty Office, January 5, 1716-17, Minute- 


book D, folio 25, | 
„ A General Court being called, in order to re- 
% commend to my Lords Commiſſioners of the Ad- 
ce miralty a Secretary to Greenwich Hoſpital, in the 
« room of Mr. Vanbrugh, deceaſed, they proceeded 
“to the ſame, and agreed to recommend Mr. Bell, 


Mr. Thomas Corbett, Mr. Robert Southby, Mr. 


« Hawſe, Mr. Maddox, and Mr. Hall, to their 
« Lordſhips, and deſire their Lordſhips approbation 
« to either which they ſhall think proper, if they ſhall 
« appear to their Lordſhips to be duly qualified.” 

By the Directors in the Hoſpital at Greenwich, 
January 26, 1716-17, Minute-book D, folio 27, 

« Mr. Thomas Corbett preſented his warrant from 
te the Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty, ap- 
" © © pointing 
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& pointing him Secretary to the ſaid Hoſpital, in the 
« room of Mr. Vanbrugh, deceaſed, the ſame was 
read and ordered to be entered, and he took his 
place accordingly.” | „„ , 

But, ſays the noble Earl, the ab/alute and final 
appointment was in the Admiralty.” The final ap- 
pointment undoubtedly was, ſince it was neceſſary 
that the warrant ſhould be figned by that Board ; but 
if by abſolute, he means that they had a right to ap- 
point without the recommendation of the General 

Court, his poſition is by no means true. The Ad- 
miralty of 1716, in the letter I have quoted, ſay 
directly the reverſe, | 

Beſides the inſtance above adduced, I ſhall only 
beg leave to bring one more, which proves, beyond 
diſpute, that the Admiralty had no right to proceed 
to the appointment of any officer previous to the re- 
commendation of the General Court. 

By the Directors in the Hoſpital at Greenwich, 
Auguſt 9, 1795, Minute-book D, folio 113, 

A letter from Mr. Burchet, Secretary of the Admi- 
ralty, recommending Mr. Thompſon, Porter of the 
Admiralty, to be Meſſenger to Greenwich Hoſpital, was 
read and accepted, provided he has belonged to the ſea. 

I hope I have proved to your Lordſhips conviction, 
that «/age has not ſerved the noble Earl much better 
than common ſenſe, in his attempt to ſhew that it never 
was intended the General Court ſhould fix upon the per- 
ſons who were to hold offices in the Hoſpital. Ir re- 
mains to be conſidered, whether during the period 


that this power in the General Court exiſted in prac- 


tice, the great ends of the charity were more effec- 
tually carried into execution, than when, by degrees, 
the ſole power of appointments ſlipped into the hands 
of the Admiralty. We ſhall then be able to judge 
| how far experience juſtified his Lordſhip, as the friend 
of the ſeamen, in his endeavours to eſtabliſh, by his 


new Charter, a practice which had crept in by the 


neglect of the old Commiſſioners. 

In the firſt part of what J have troubled your 
Lordſhips with, I have fully explained how little the 
introduction of landmen into the offices in the Hoſ- 
pital is warranted by the old Commiſſions or new 
Charter. But it is ſaid, that it would be as reaſon- 
able to expect that the managers of Bedlam ſhould 
be lunatics. My grave anſwer to this miſerable at- 
tempt at ridicule, by comparing ſeamen with mad- 
men, 1s, that if Bedlam Hoſpital was founded in its 
adminiſtration, as well as in its benefit, for the ſole 
uſe of madmen, and that lunacy did not diſqualify 
from the management, the managers ought to be 
madmen. And as being a ſeaman is not being a 
madman, nor any diſqualification from the manage- 
ment of Greenwich Hoſpital, I think the poſitive 
directions of the Charter ſhould be obſerved. _ 


I ſhall now beg your Lordſhips permiſſion to ex- 


amine a little further what was the practice, with re- 


ſpect to the appointment of ſeamen to the manage- 


ment of this Hoſpital, at the time of its firſt eſta- 
bliſhment. The practice of that time will, I think, 
prove the beſt comment on the intentions of its 
founders. And I think I ſhall prove to your Lord- 
ſhips ſatisfaction, that none but ſeafaring men were 
tormerly looked upon as qualified to hold any offices 
in the Hoſpital at all. That none but ſuch were re- 
commended by the General Court, and that when 
ſeamen capable of executing any of the offices were 


wanting, perſons were appointed, pro tempore, to fill 


them, — 
The firſt proof is a general order given by the 


Court of Commiſſioners to the DireQors, Augult 11, 


1704, Minute- book D, folio 32. 
At a General Court of the Commiſſioners for the 
Hoſpital at Greenwich, 
Several petitions relatin 


laid before the Board 


to offices, which had been 
Directors, were offered to 


conſideration, and are referred back to the Directors 
to examine the ſame, and report, by an abſtract 
thereof, the claims therein made, reſpecbing all ſuch 
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as are not qualified according to the intention of the 
Commiſſion. | oe 4 


What is meant by being qualified according to * 1 


intention of the Commiſſion, will appear from the fol- 
lowing letter of recommendation, to the Lord High 
Admiral, of perſons to be appointed Stewards and 
Matrons :* _ | „ 
By the Directors of the Hoſpital at Greenwich, &c. 
October 5th, 1704, Minute- book B, folio 40. 


May it N Royal Highneſs, 

The Directors o 
received and peruſed the petitions of Richard Gibſon 
and Joſeph Gaſcoyne, relating to the office of Stew. 


ard, and having had due conſideration to their re- 
ſpective qualifications and ſervice of the Crown at ſea, 
o humbly take leave to lay their names before your 


Royal Highneſs, for filling the ſaid office, as a ne- 


ceſſary preparation towards the taking men into the 
ſaid Hoſpital. F 


And there having been 
raying our recommending them for the office of 
Maron, we likewiſe humbly take leave to lay before 
your Royal Highneſs the names of thoſe 
which are looked upon to be qualified by the Conſtitu« 
tion, for your Royal Highneſs's election of a Matron, 
and moſt humbly leave the ſame to your Royal High- 
neſs's conſideration. Ny 


PETITIONERS FOR STEWARD. 


JoszPH Gascovne, regiſtered, and well recom- 


mended from all the Commanders he has ſerved with. 
RicnyarD Gi BsON, ſets forth his merits and lon 
ſervice in his petition, and very well recommended. 


PETITION ERS fox MATRON. 


SUSAN Snkiwix, ſets forth the long ſervice of her 


huſband in the wars of 66, when be commanded ſeveral 


ſmall ſhips. 


He was blown up in the Breda. 


the Royal Hoſpital ar Greenwich 


likewiſe divers women 


perſons, 


EL1ZABETH YELVERTON, her huſband died maſter 


in the veſſel, having ſerved the Crown from his 
youth, &c. 


Racer Low, her huſband ſerved as maſter of 


divers ſhips, and died in the ſervice. 


A repreſentation to his Roya 


next meeting. | 
The following, out of innumerable other inſtances 


to the ſame effect, will be ſufficient to ſhew your 
Lordſhips that the appointment of ſeamen to the 


offices in the Hoſpital was an object of which they 
never loſt ſight. 8 


At a General Court, Auguſt 229, 1705, Minute- 


book B, folio 118. 


WILLIAM THOMPSON having petitioned to ſucceed | 


as Meſſenger, it is to be enquired whether he is a ſea- 


' faring man. 


By the Directors, &c. November $th, 1705, Mi- 
nute-book B, folio 130. 


and appearing to have been employed in the ſervice of 
the Crown, he is to be recommended to the General 
Court. | | 


By the Directors, &c. February 2d, 1704-5, Mi- | 


nute-book B, folio 91. 

RIcHARD HEnperson, of Greenwich, having 
ſhaved the penſioners to this time, is to continue the 
ſame, till ſome ſea barber be appointed. 


By the Directors, &c. Auguſt 3oth, 1705, Mi- 


nute-book B, folio 119. 


| Highneſs, recom- 
mending the petitioners for Steward and Matron, 
was agreed, and is to be prepared to be ſigned at the 


'  Tromas Hoo, being offered and recommended, 


David WiLb1ams, having officiated as C lerk, from 


the firſt entertainment of the Penſioners, is to be fur- 


ther employed till ſome ſeaman be appointed. 


I now come to a very ſerious part of this buſineſs., 


/ 


The noble Earl has appealed, with imprudent con- 


fidence, to the paper on your Lordſhips table, which 


contains 
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contains a liſt of all the appointments. of officers, 
civil and military, ſince the firſt inſtitution of the 


Hoſpital in 1704, by which he tells us it appears how 


that matter was underſtood at firſt, and that not one of 
the perſons firſt appointed to the civil offices was a 
ſeaman. „ „ 
How the matter was underſtood, I hope I have 
ſhewn pretty clearly to your Lordſhips, by the &x- 
tracts which I have read from the Minute-books of 
the Hoſpital ; moſt of which are dated in the years 
1704 and 1705. The ſame books may, perhaps, be 
of more uſe to us in aſcertaining the lacie, as wel 


as the ſentiments, of the firſt Commiſſioners of the 


Hoſpital, than the liſt given in at your Lordſhips 
table by Mr. Maule, whoſe return, I take upon me 
to prove, is falſe in no leſs than five inſtances. 


The ſecond perſon mentioned in that liſt, is Foſeph 


Gaſccyne; he is put down as Steward, and not ſerved 
at ſea. 355 | 
The Clerk will be ſo good as to read the letter 
from the Commiſſioners to the Lord High Admiral, 
Minute-book B, folio 40. October th, 1704. 


PETITIONERS FOR STEWARD. 


\ Fostepn GAscorxRE, regiſtered, and very well recom- 
mended from all the commanaers he has ſailed with, 
I believe your Lordſhips will have little doubt of 
Joſeph Gaſcoyne's having ſerved at ſe. 
A little lower down ſtands Edward Griffiths, Cook's 
Mate, not ſerved at ſea. | 


The Clerk will now read in the ſame book, folio 


219, the Minute relating to Edward Griffiths. July 
3d, 1707. | 


* f 
By the Directors, &c. 


Ebpwax D GRirrirs, applying to be admitted 
Aſſiſtant to the Cook, he is to be recommended to 
the General Court, F it appears he has ſerved at ſen, 
At folio 239, he will find that he was recommended 
accordingly. : | 

I think your Lordſhips will give credit to Edward 
Griffiths, that he has alſo ſerved at ſea. 

Two names lower, in Mr. Maule's liſt, appears 
William Silkworth, Scullery Man's Mate, not ſerved at 
ea. 

The Clerk will read the Minute-book relating to 
this ſaid Silkworth, folio 207, March 6th, 1706-7. 
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By the Directors, &c. 
Joux Stix won rz, an ancient ſeaman, is to be re- 


commended for Scullery-man's Mate. There is a 


miſtake in the Chriſtian name, but, from the office, 


it is evidently the ſame man. 

Have your Lordſhips any doubt that this Silkworth 
has been at ſea? .. _. F 
Next but one to Silk worth, ſtands James Barnes, 
Porter, not ſerved at ſen. TP ; 
The Clerk will now turn to. folio 142, and read 
what is there ſaid of James Barnes. January 3d; 
1705-6, | | 

By the Directors, &c. 

A Petition of James Barnes, Cook of the London, 
was read, and ofi reading his certificates, ordered, 
that he be recommended to his Royal Highneſs as a 


perſon fitly qualified for Porter of the Royal Hoſpital, 
according to the prayer of his petition. 


Is James Barnes, my Lords, one of the perſons 


7 » 


firſt appointed, that never. was at ſea ? 


The laſt in the liſt, is, William Buller, Barber, not 
ſerved at ſeg. LN | 
I your: Lordſhips patience be not exhauſted, the 


Clerk will read the Minute relating to William Bul- 
ler, at folio 118. Auguſt 22d, 1705. 

At a General Court, &c. 
| William Buller, petitioning to be Barber to the 
Hoſpital, his petition is to be referred rg the Navy 
Board for a certificate of his ſervice at ſea. I cannot 


pafs over this matter without calling your Lordſhips 


attention to ſo very extraordinary a falſification in re- 


turns made by your Lordſhips orders; The liſt of 


officers, in the Prince of Denmark's time, conſiſts 


but of twenty perſons, a fourth part of whom are 


falſely returned 1n the liſt before your Lordſhips, and 
in fuch a manner as to miſlead the Committee in one 
of the moft important objects of their enquiry z and 
the noble Earl has built the beſt part of his defence 
upon this rotten foundation *, _ ; 
Theſe are what appear manifeſtly on the face of 
their own books; and I have not myſelf a ſhadow of 
doubt, from the general mode and ſpirit of their pro- 
ceedings, but that the greateſt part, if not all the reſt 


As the cotemporary practice of the Commiſſioners and Board of Admiralty is undoubtedly the beſt interpreter of the intentions 
of the original inſtitution, it may not be improper to ſtate the following inſtances in addition to thoſe mentioned above ; 


ExTR&acrs from Minute- book of the Commiſſioners of Greenwich Hoſpital. | 


By the Directors, &c. December, gth, 1703. p. 13. 


A petition of Mr. LER Neve concerning the place of Auditor to the Hoſpital, was read and ordered to be laid before the General 
Court, with the petition of Mr. Moody, and others, relating thereto. | 


By the Directors, &c. February 17th, 1703-4, p. 16. 


A petition of Joycs Russ L, widow, deſiring to. be admitted a Matron in the Hoſpital, was read, and is to be conſidered at the 


proper ſeaſon. 
By the Directors, &c. Auguſt 1oth, 1704, p. 30. 


A petition from Mr. Ri c HARD GIBSON was read, deſiring to be Steward of the Hoſpital, and ordered to be laid before the 


General Court, | i 
By the Directors, &c. Auguſt 24th, 1704, p. 32. 


By the Directors, &c. September 14th, 1704. 


4 petition of RxBecca Dawson, to be Nurſe, was preſented, and is to be confideted with other petitions of a like nature. 


The petitions of all perſons petitioning for offices, and the women for Matrons and Nurſes, were examined, and the women wha 
were preſent were called in and heard, and an abſtract was made of them to be laid before the General Court. 


By the Directors, &c. September 21ſt, 1704, page 37. 


Several certificates were read, relating to the women petitioning ; they are #6 be referred to the Clerk of the Ticket»Office to be examined. 


By the Directors, xc. September 28th, page 38. 


Several petitions were read, viz. J. ILLincworTH for Butcher, B. HazzLwood for an employment, Joan Snor for Barber, 
Thomas MIIIs for employment, CnAIsTorHER Hocker, Mac. Davirs, Sakan BUAchuie], , for Nurſes, or like ſervice, 


and HENRY MippLEToOx for Surgeon. 
By the Directors, &c. May 1ſt, 1705, folio 104. 


THLLADAMs, a ſeaman's widow, to be further recommended for a Nurſe, to the General Court. Ts 

Two more inſtances of ſeamen's widows, recommended to be Nurſes in the Hoſpital, are found in the ſame Minute- book, folio 
150 and folio 194, and two more in Minute-book C, folio 16 and folio 172: | i 5 

Can there be a doubt, from theſe extracts, that the ſenſe of the Governors of this Hoſpital was, from its firſt inſtitution, conſonant 


with the plain and expreſs words of the Commiſſion ? 


F 


Petitions for admiſſion are founded on pretenſions ariſing from ſervices at /ea. The Court of Director: and General Courts, refer to 


the Ticket- Office for proofs of /ervice at ſea. 
Reports from that office, certify accordingly. 
On thoſe reports, appointments are made out. 


Throughout the whole the words, duly qualified, is to be traced, and the due qualification is proved to be ſervice at ſea. a 
This is not for the admiſſion of Penſioners, but for officers in the management of the Hoſpital. Secretaries, Stewards, Auditors, &Cc. 
&c. and to that intent is this idea of /ea /erwice, being a neceſſary qualification puſhed, that even a Barber, and à Scullery Man's Mate, 


are ſuffered to continue, only until à Sea Barber and a Scullery Man's Mate, duly gualified by having been at ſea, can be found. 


of 
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of the officers, conſiſted of ſeamen, With regard to 
the Chaplains, one of them is allowed to have been at 
ſea; the other, Mr. Stubbs, was Chaplain to the Nock- 
Yard at Woolwich, and may on that account be ſup- 
poſed to have had ſome ſort of claim to the benefits 


of a naval charity. For by the appointment of the 


Chaplains of the Ordinary of Woolwich and Deptford 
to be Chaplains to the Hoſpital, their annual pay 
and profits, on an average amounting to about £4170 


a year, is added to the fund of the Hoſpitalll. 


Some other alterations in the Charter from the 
Commiſſion have been taken notice of and defended, 

I have already ſo fatigued your Lordſhips and 
myſelf, that 1 will not abuſe your patience in advert- 
ing to them any further than to ſay, that if they are 
innocent, they appear to me alſo uſeleſs. 

If the new powers given by the Charter to alien 
and ſell, are incidental to all corporations without ex- 


preſs words to give them that power, it did not ſeem 
neceſſary. to give that power by expreſs words in 


the Charter. It is a dangerous 8 and very 
liable to abuſe, particularly in a caſe like this. The 


eſtates of many corporations are ſolely for the uſe of the 


corporate body, like the private eſtates of individuals, 


they may alien them in the ſame manner without any 


detriment to the public. But in the caſe before us, 
the eſtate of the corporate body is a mere truſt; and 
not at all for the uſe of thoſe who alien. They ought 
therefore to have been put under reſtraints, if they 
had been free before, rather than to have had ſo dan- 
gerous a power newly conferred upon them. An Act 


of Parliament has put this reſtraint very properly on 


Biſhops, who anciently poſſeſſed a right of alienation. 
The Governors of this Hoſpital did very well with- 


out this power before the Charter; and ought not 


to have bad it when the New Incorporation was 
made. What is remarkable, the noble Lord himſelf 
defends the power by an attempt to prove that it is 


in effect no power at all; and that no purchaſer can 


ſafely rely on it, without knowing that his purchaſe- 


money is properly applied. A thing impoſſible for 


him to know; as it is utterly ridiculous to ſuppoſe 
a great public body to be under the controul of an 
individual and a ftranger, for the due exerciſe of 


any of its functions. 1 conceive it would be better 


when exchanges are advantageous to have recourſe 
to an Act of Parliament than to veſt the Commiſ- 
ſioners with powers, which after all the alarm they 
have given, are not allowed ſatisfactory to a pur- 
chaſer; ſince the Duke of Northumberland in his 
late exchange, ſubſequent to the powers given by the 
Charter, has thought it more prudent to have his 
title founded in a ſpecial Act of Parliament.—I can 
ſtill leſs conceive any good purpoſe, for which the 
words in the Commiſſion ſo particularly directing 
that all monies given, &c. to the Hoſpital hall not 


be applicable to any other purpoſe, were left out in the 


Charter. 1 08 | 

1 have now ſtated to your Lordſhips the various 
matters which I think require redreſs, and I am now 
to ſubmit to your Lordſhips conſideration what ap- 


| Pears to me a proper remedy. 


That remedy aims at two points. 

Firſt. To reftore to the General Court of Commiſſioners, 
the recommendation to offices which they enjayed by the 
old Commiſſion, and of which the new Charter has de- 
prived them. _ BY: 


| Secondly. To ſecure that none but ſeafaring men ſhall 
partake of the benefits of this Marine {Eſtabliſhment. 


I ſhall move your Lordſhips to report to the Houſe 


the opinion of the Committee, that the Judges ſhould 
ſeafaring men. I am ſenfiblethar it is not the Firſt 


prepare a Bill for theſe purpoſes. I propoſe a Bill, 
becauſe I do not know of any other method of re- 
ſcipding the preſent Charter, I am told the King 
cannot annul a Charter, but by the ſurrender of thoſe 
to whom it is given. A Bill ſeems to me the ſhorter 
me: hod, and 1 have no ſcruple in reſcinding by Act. 


of Parliament a Charter wherein -thoſe to whom it is 


given have no perſona] intereſt, when the proviſions 
ot that Charter militate againſt its objects, and when 


the deſign, of reſcinding it, is to ſubſtitute a better 


in its place. 


am ready to agree with the noble Lord, that the 
General Court, as conſtituted by the Commiſſioners, 


was not well contrived to procure attendance. Nor 
do I think that the Charter, leaving the General 
Court ſo compoſed, is more Iikely to procure a bet. 
ter attendance, by depriving that Court of the im- 
portance it enjoyed by the recommendation to offices. 
I would therefore ſubſtitute another fort of General 
Court in its place, to. conſiſt. of all the Flag Of: 
cers in the Navy, and of none other. I think the 
care of our aged ſeamen can be entruſted in no bettet 
hands, than thoſe of our Admirals; having ſerved 
with them, they will be acquainted with their pre- 
tenſions, and know their merits; and they will be 
ſure to beſtow the benefits of this Charity among 
their own profeſſion -A laudable profeſſional zeal 
will encourage them to give their attendance; and 
the power Y providing for an old ſhip-mate, to be 
exerciſed. upon vacancies by thoſe who attend, will 
be a farther encouragement to them not to neglect 
this noble inſtitution. As to the particular provi- 
ſions and regulations of the Bill, if your Lordſhips 
ſhall approve of the general plan, they may be ſet- 
tled when that detail comes before the Houſe. I am 
not particularly attached to this or any other plan, [ 
only wiſh to ſecure my two main objects, the re- 
ſtoring to an independent and effectual General Court 
the appointment of officers, and to exclude all land- 


men from the poſſeſſion of them in Greenwich Hoſpital. | 


It may be expected that I ſhould move ſome vote 
of cenſure on the noble Lord at the head of the 
Admiralty, He has taken to himſelf the ſole merit 
of every improvement that has been made in the 
Hoſpital during his time. Even the increaſe of 
rents of the Derwentwater eſtate is to be attributed 
to him. It would therefore be but juſt, if he was 
made anſwerable for the many abuſes which have 
been proved to exiſt unredreſſed by his Lordſhip: 


he might particularly be charged with having himſelf 
appointed landmen to be Members of the Council, 


and officers of the Hoſpital, in breach of the poſitive 
directions of the Commiſſion. The noble Lord might 
indeed plead precedent; and 1 am ready to allow, that 
it might be admitted as a conſiderable alleviation of 
his offence. But I think no precedent can jultify fo 


direct a breach of the law. And what precedent can be 
pleaded even in excuſe of a breach of that Charter 


which has been obtained under his own Adminiltra- 
tion? If it was no more neceſſary or reaſonable that 
ſeamen ſhould be employed in the management of 
Greenwich Hoſpital than lunatics in the management 
of Bedlam, this new modelled Charter ſhould have ſaid 
ſo; but it has faid directly the reverſe ; it has con- 
firmed the old proviſion in the COmmiſſion, that all 
officers of the Houſe to be employed in the ſaid Hoſpital 
be ſeafaring men, &c. Nevertheleſs, this proviſion 
in the Charter of 1775 has been violated in the fol- 
lowing inſtances of officers, who are landmen, ap- 
pointed to Greenwich Hoſpital ſince the Charter: 
- STEPHEN HICKMAN, Brewer, appointed 12th Au- 
gult, 1777. Pn , 
ALEXanDER Moore, Maſter-Cook, 14th De- 
cember, 1777. | 
James ARUNDELL, Cook's-Mate, 19th Decem- 
ber, 1778. | | og bei 
Roger HuxT, Cook's-Mate, 7th January, 1777. 
N. B. Theſe are all warrant officers appointed by 
che Adam, 7c | | 
They are all officers in the Hoſpital, and are not 


Lord ot the Admiralty alone, that would regularly 
fall under the cenſure this conduct deſerves, although 


the noble Lord, as Chief of that Board, wouid cer- 


tainly bear the greateſt ſhare. 

- Bur, my Lords, I ſhall: make no motion of cen- 
ſure. Your Lordſhips ſee that it is not want of proof 
that reſtrains me; I am prevented only by my in- 


difference whether the noble Lord ſuffers or eſcapes 


ceniure 
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cenſure for ſuch a ſubject as this, when he has avoid - 


ed it for having ruined the navy of this kingdom, 


and deprived it in times like theſe of the ſervice of 


its moſt valuable officers. It is ſufficient for my pre- 
ſent purpoſe, if I can obtain redreſs for the exiſting 
grievances of Greenwich Hoſpital, 


But, my Lords, although I am indifferent. as to 


the puniſhment of the noble Lord, I am not ſo as to 


the perſecutions Captain Baillie has met with. He 


has been very meritorious in detecting the cruel frauds 


to conviction. He has been at all times the true 
friend of the penſioner. He has brought to light 


many abuſes; many he has got rectified, and the 
proſecution of others has occaſioned ug Eg har- 


raſſed with expenſive ſuits in Weſtminſter-Hall, and 
his being illegally diſmiſſed from his office. Under 


this head of injuries done to Captain Baillie, I can- 


not ayoid taking notice. of the deluſive hopes of a 


peaceful retirement, held out to him in the nego- 
ciation with Lord Sandwich, carried on by Mr. 
Murphy, one of Captain Baillie's Counſel, and Mr. 


Butler, a Lawyer and friend of Lord Sandwich's. 
The object of this negociation was, to give Captain 


Baillie ſome proviſion adequate to the value of his 


office. And the examination of this matter has taken 
up a great deal of the time of the Houſe. 
The only notion I ever had of this buſineſs was, 


that ſubſequent to all complaints againſt Captain 
Baillie, the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty had had 


thoughts of giving him, in ſome ſhape or other, an 


equivalent to the value of his employment. From 


hence I meant to argue, that at that time the noble 


Lord thought Captain Baillie had ſome merit, ſome 


claim to protection, that ſo far out-weighed any fault 


that might make it proper to remove him from the 


Hoſpital, as to induce the noble Lord to make for 
him an equivalent proviſion. _ 5 

This fact has been fully proved. Mr. Butler, (Page 
112) depoſed, at your Lordſhips Bar, that in the 
very firſt converſation he had with Lord Sandwich 
on this ſubject, his Lordſhip ſaid, That if Captain 


< Baillie would conſult the peace and welfare of the 


% Hoſpital ſo much as to retire immediately, and 
e reſign all his offices and employments there, that 


<< he had no objection to make him ſome proviſion.” / 
He further depoſes (page 113) that at the meet- 

ing at the Admiralty, he heard Lord Sandwich ſay to 

Mr. Murphy, That if Captain Baillie would ſo 


<< far conſider the peace and welfare of the Hoſpital, 
as to retire immediately, and refign all his offices 
and employments, he had no objection to make the 


„ proviſion that was mentioned for Mr. Deviſme, or 


„any of Captain Baillie's family. His Lordſhip 
*© then read the propoſals, viz. Captain Baillie, upon 
having his ſuſpenſion taken off, and receiving the 
intermediate profits, and being permitted to ſtay in 
<* the Hoſpital for a given time, will then reſign his 
e office, an equivalent proviſion being to be made for 


him. He conſiders his place in the Hoſpital at 


* 6 ol. per annum; being deſired to point out a mode, 
< he thinks it may be done in the following manner: 
He underſtands Captain Kirke, a Commiſſioner of 
e the Victualling Office would prefer to be the Lieu- 
« tenant-Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital, he there- 
fore may be appointed in Captain Baillie's room, 
* and Captain Baillie will be content to retire on his 


„half. pay, if his ſon-in-law, Mr. Deviſme, is ap- 


e pointed a Commiſſioner in the room of Mr. Kirke, 
« or a Commiſſioner's place at Minorca for himſelf. 
4 In this caſe he will do whatever is in his power to 
e prevent any farther diſturbance on the ſubject, and 
„the remaining copies of the printed Caſe ſhall be 
deſtroyed in the preſence of any perſons that will 


« attend for that purpoſe; he hopes there will be no 
% more printing on either fide.” This propoſal, as 


I am informed, was diftated by Mr. Murphy, and 

written by Mr. Butler. ; | | 
After ſaying that he believed Captain Baillie was 

miſ- informed of Captain Kirke's wiſhing to change; 


* 


and after refuſing to ſend Captain Baillie to Minorca, 


or to give him any place where he would have to act 
in concert with any other perſon, on account of his 
. temper, Lord Sandwich went on to ſay, © As getting 
him immediately from the Hoſpital would be con- 


e tributing very eſſentially to the peace and welfare of 


«the Hoſpital, if Captain Baillie would ſo far co- 
«© operate, as to contribute to that eſſential advantage, 
„ he would make him the proviſion which he before 

| ru 4 fſpoke of for Mr. Deviſme, or any of Capt. Baillie's 
of the butcher, and proſecuting him and his ſervant „ | 805 


a 


« family,” 


„ Alter this, Mr. Butler had a meeting with Captain 
Baillie and Mr. Murphy, which ended in the follow- 


ing memorandum ; _ a | | 
Captain Baillie, upon having an equivalent made 


. f 


him, is willing to reſign his office of  Lieutenant- 
** Governor of Greenwich Hoſpital, which proviſion 
*© may be either to him or to Mr. Deviſme, as before- 


* till the compenſation is given—Captain Baillie 


7 
«© wiſhes to have a ſhip, SHR it were to be but for 
one cruize, in order to go out of the Hoſpital with 


* credit and to receive the emoluments of his office 


till the compenſation is 62/00 eue. done in 
ervice from being open to 


« this buſineſs to keep the 
e Captain Baillie on any occaſion.” _ 


This was ſent by Mr. Butler to Lord Sandwich, 
who a few days after told Mr. Butler, that if Capt, 


„ Baillie would reſign all his employments, and retire 
“ immediately, it would be doing an eſſential ſervice 


e to the Hoſpital, and he would fo far conſider it, as 
to make him the proviſion he before ſpoke of for 
« Mr, Deviſme or his family—That if he did not 
„ reſign his offices and his employments, he ſhould 
<* conſider it as a defiance of his right to remove him, 
% and ſhould proceed accordingly. That at all 


«© events he ſhould quit the Hoſpital.” 


* 


No leſs than four times did Lord Sandwich repeat, 


that he had no objection 20 make proviſion for Captain 


Baillie. 


The firſt time his Lordſhip mentioned this provi- 


ſion, it was for Captain Baillie, not for his family 
That part of the propoſal came from Captain Baillie 
himſelf, between the firſt time Mr. Butler had heard 


Lord Sandwich open on this ſubject and the meeting 


between his Lordſhip and Mr. Murphy. 

The three laſt times this was ſaid, the proviſion 
ſeems to be reſtrained to ſome of Captain Baillie's fa- 
mily, but throughout there is a condition that Captain 
Baillie ſhould reſign. 8 | 

It farther appears from Mr. Butler's evidence, that 
the reaſon this negociation broke off, was, that Cap- 


tain Baillie would not retire on the faith of Lord Sand-. 


wich's promiſes, although ſtrongly perſuaded ſo to do 


by Mr. Butler and Mr. Murphy. 


This tranſaction was in December laſt ; ſubſequent 


to the report of the Committee ; ſubſequent to all 


complaints againſt Captain Baillie ; and ſubſequent 
to his ſuſpenſion ;—It was ſoon followed by his re- 


moval. The ſtory which came out in Mr. Butler's 
evidence (page 117) to have been told by him to 


Captain Baillie, concerning the fate of Reformers, 
ſufficiently marked the treatment he was to expect. 


The evidence having proved that the noble Earl 


would make a proviſion for Captain Baillie or his fa- 
mily, if be reſigned, I am to aſk what merit there was 
in this act of reſignation, that ſhould entitle him to 
ſuch a proviſion, or what crime in refufing to reſign 
till the compenſation was actually granted, that ſhould 
render him unworthy of what was intended to be 
given him? 

Since that period of this negociation, when the 
proviſion was intended to have been given, what had 
Captain Baillie done? Mr. Butler tells yonr Lord- 
ſhips, Captain Baillie woULD NOT RETIRE ON THE 


FariTy or Log p SanDwicn's PRomists, And his 


Lordſhip confidered his refuſal to reſign, as a DEri- 
ANCE OF HIS RIGHT TO REMOVE HIM. 
I ſhall not examine on what grounds Capt. Baillie 
refuſed to truſt to the faith of the noble Lord's pro- 
I's: | | miſes; 


mentioned, but the reſignation is not to be made 
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miſes ; or whether ſuch a diſtruſt was prudent or well- drat Mr. 5 0 

_ underſtand him right) that he drew th 
with all the art he was maſter of, to bring out only 4 
diſtruſt and to refuſe giving in his refignation, till the 


founded; but I muſt contend that it was no crime in 
Captain Baillie, and that he had a perfect gh? to 


compenſation was given; I ſhall further inſiſt that a 


refuſal to reſign an office is not a defiance of a right to 


remove. 


From theſe obſervations your Lordſhips will clearly 
ſee that Captain Baillie loſt the proviſion intended for 
him, not on account of any ſubſequent miſconduct of 


his, but merely becauſe uz wouLD NOT PLAct FAITH 
IN THE NOBLE LogD's PROMISES. . 

The account of the negociation, as taken from Mr. 
Butler, Lord Sand wich's friend, fully proves that his 


Lordſhip did not think Captain Baillie undeſerving a 


proviſion—no freſh act intervened on the part of Cay 
tain Baillie to render him leſs worthy of ſuch a provi- 


ſion.— I muſt therefore, in concurrence with the nohle 
Lord's own firſt, and moſt equitable ſentiments, think 
it peculiarly hard and cruel to deprive him of his office, 


without the intended compenſation. 


This is the uſe [ originally intende 
tranſaction, and the evidence has fully warranted my 
obſervations. wig . 


Much ſtreſs has been laid on the fide on which the 


negociation began. This 
matter of any importance. 


never appeared to me a 


to believe that it had eommenced on the part of Lord 


Sandwich. By the account of the witneſſes it appears 
otherwiſe; and that it took its riſe from Mr. Murphy, 


for it is clear that Captain Baillie did not ſet it on foot. 
That Captain Baillie had ſaid generally that he was 


ready to take an equivalent for his office, is undoubt- 


edly true. He mentioned it in his affidavit, ſworn 
to before the King's Bench, in November laſt, as an 
offer he had made to Lord Sandwich, in 1775.—He 
certainly could not do a wiſer thing, than to wiſh to 
retire from an office in which his attempt to do his 
duty rendered him obnoxiqus, and even expoſed him 
to ruin, | 5 TE 
On this idea, Mr. Bearcroft, leading Counſel to 
Captain Baillie, had aſked him, whether, if an oppor- 


tunity offered, he was willing to enter into treaty ?— 


Captain Baillie faidt—Yes.—Mr, Bearcroft, in a very 


diſtant manner, ſounded the Solicitor-General, who 


was on the other ſide. But finding he had no autha- 
rity to treat, Mr. Bearcroft told Captain Baillie ſo, 
and there the matter dropped, This was previous to 


the deciſion of the Court of King's Bench, on the 


proſecution of Captain Baillie for a libel; Mr. Bear- 


proceedings He failed The proſecution went on, 


and there the negociation ended - Mr. Beareroft's 


evidence on this ſubject is diſtinct, ſhort, and manly, 
Page 138. 55 | 

That Mr. Murphy has attempted, fince that time, 
to ſet on foot a negociation with Mr. Garrick, Dr. 
Shepherd, and Mr. Brown, is now proved ; it might 
ariſe from Mr. Murphy's then Nele ſerve Captain 
Baillie, but Captain Baillie poſitive | 
without his knowledge, till 
him with his converſation with Mr. Butler. | 

If Capt. Baillie has led me into an error in this buſi- 
nefs, as to the ſide on which the negociation began, I 
have every reaſon to believe it was not intentionally. 


It is a piece of juſtice I owe him to declare, that in the 


courfe of the many, many converſations I have had with 
him on this fubject, and relative to Greenwich Hoſpital, 


I have never found him make the ſmalleſt attempt to 


miſlead or deceive me. Every part of his ſtory has 


hung together, and there has appeared the moſt ſtrict 


attention to truth. 


Poſſibly Captain Baillie miſunderſtood Mr. 
Murphy, and | 


part of Lord Sandwich, has produced the plan for the 


examination of Mr. Butler on this ſubject, which was 
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phy, for Captain Baillie to bri 


5 underſtand him. 
ed to make of this 


Captain Baillie's account of it certainly induced me prey the paper of interrogatories drawn for 


Lord Sandwich. 


* 


ſwears. it was 
r. Murphy acquainted. 


r. Murphy him. I would wiſh to 
reconcile the contradictions that have appeared be- 
tween gentlemen of character. Captain Baillie, in ' 
ſupport of his belief that the negociation began, on the 
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draws by Mr. Murphy. But Mr. Mar 


phy fays, (if 


S examination 


part of the tranfaction, to conceal another part, and 
thereby to produce an account different from the truth. 
But ſo far I muſt ſay for Captain Baillie, that un- 
leſs it was fully explained to him that it was for 
this artful purpoſe, that Mr. Murphy's plan of ex. 
amination of Mr. Butler was drawn, I do not won- 
der at Captain Baillie's having been miſled by it. 
Captain Baillie was not himſelf preſent, at the 


never ſaw Lord Sandwich; the only accounts he had 
of the bufineſs were from Mr. oy. 5 
, However it might appear juſtifiable to Mr. Mur- 
aillſe to bring out in Parliament, 
an imperfect ſtate of the tranſactſon, 1 am perfuaded 
Captain Baillie Ko no, fuch wiſh, and thar if Mr. 
Murphy gave him any imperfect hints of his paper 
bein 25 with that 1 55 Mr. Baillie uy 15 
Inſtant ſlim. kit appears" ro me fo plin and 
direct a man, that I am perſuaded, if ſuch a ſcheme 
was not directly and fully explained to him, he would 
not ſuſpect it, and would take all that was ſaid to 
him on the ſubject, as 4 technical manner of ſpeak- 
ing, which he did not undeſtar. 
Lam, therefore, not furprized that the following 


him by Mr. Murphy, ſhould have convinced Cap- 
tain Baillie that the negociation began on the part of 
Examination of Mr. Butler, drawn up by Mr. 
Tae eee ET ET 
Q. 1ſt, Was you prefent at any converſation be- 
tween Lord Sandwich and Mr. Murphy upon the 
ſubje of Captain Baittle? © | 
A. He muſt ſay that he was. N 
Q. 2d. Was it at the Admiralty? 
OR. As 3 60 4 
gd. Did Mr. Murphy go there M con/equence 
of * from you, bin him ddr Lal Sand. 


wich defired to ſee bim. 


A. He muſt ſay 
5 ia TEN” 
Q. 4th. Before you writ that letter, Bad you 
made any propoſal on the part of Lord Sandwich, to 
be mentioned by Mr. Murphy to Captain Baillie ? 
A. He muſt admit, that on Saturday the 12th of 
December, be did tell Mr. Murphy, that if Captain 


that he writ a letter to rhat pur- 


_ Baillie would reſign his Office of Lieutenant-Governer, 
croft wiſhed to negociate with a view to ſtop thoſe 


Lord Sandwich would make an equivalent proviſion for 
Captain Baillie. FONT | 


Had this examination of Mr. Butler, conſiſted 
merely of queſtions, Captain Baillie might poſſibly, 
with a good deal of explanation, have underſtood 


them as Mr. Murphy fays they were meant. But it 


is rather extraordinary that the anfwers, written 
merely for Captain Baillie's information, or for that 
of a perfon who was to examine Mr. Butler, ſhould 
not contain one ſyllable expreſſive of the view, with 
which it was faid the queſtions were drawn. The 


anſwers feemed to give an account of the whole 


truth; nor is there in the whole of this paper the 
leaſt caution to avoid bringing out more than 1s 
there ſkated. 
I have before ſaid, that it appears to me a matter 
of no moment whence the negociation originated. 
If there is any reflection to be made on the ſub- 
ject, it is, that had it originated fiom Lord Sand- 
wich, there would have been much merit in offering 
to a man whom he thought had good intentions, but 
an unhappy temper, ſome comfortable retreat. 
Much has alſo been faid on the ſuppoſed breach 
of faith in Captain Baillie, by making the tranſac- 
tion known. It was certainly conducted under an 
injunction of ſecrecy, at the exprefs deſire of Mr. 
Butlet, but for what reaſon I cannot deviſe, If the 
tranſaction was honourable, and even meritorious 
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(as I think it was) where was the neceſſity for ſecre- 
cy? But does it appear that Captain Baillie: was the 
firſt perſon that divulged it? Quite the contrary. 
It was publicly talked of in Greenwich Hoſpital ſoon 
after it was over.. r ie $1013 

Captain Baillie finding it was already known, and 
that inſtead of concluding in that friendly manner 


towards him, which he was led to expect, it was to 


ere his ruin, thought all bond of ſecrecy was diſ- 
t 15 $750; 33, 3570974 06 9100784 9 

In matters of this delicate nature, ſo much depends 
upon the preciſe chain of circumſtances; attendin 

every part of the tranſaction, that I am ſure it — 
be impoſſible for your Lordftips (if you had any bu. 
ſineſs with it) to determine how far Mr. Bailhie's 
conduct was, or was not juſtifiable in the preſent 
inſtance... We have heard much, but not à tenth 


And undoubtedly the manner of carrying on a bu- 
ſineſs, its final concluſion, and the conduct of the 
other parties, may very much alter the nature of an 
. ̃ , ĩͤ v 


I have only one more obſervation to make on this | 


ſubje&, which is, that preciſe accounts of a tranſac- 
tion of this nature, cannot be expected. I am per- 
ſuaded that Mr. Cooke, Mr. Butler, and Mr. Mur- 
phy, meant to give a faithful aceount of what had 
paſſed ; but yet their recollections are ſo different, 
that in many inſtances they do not agree, in ſome 
they contradict each other. 5 
: The Reverend Mr. Cooke, who was preſent when 
Lord Sandwich, Mr. Butler, and Mr. Murphy met, 
has ſo unlucky à memory, that he ręcollects nothing 
which had paſſed in that converſation, which could 


ard 1 ene to prejudice Lord Sandwich, or ſerve 
part enough to enable us to judge ſo nice a queſtion. Zaptain Baile. L 2945 
1045 e e eee eee $003 HEL. Eren T1 1790 1G! 


Ma. Cooke, on the 4th of May, P. 109. Tee 
Does not recollef} that Lord Sandwich ſaid tubat had 
paſſed between him and Mr. Kirke, —Although. 


ar ie e > Xe 2006; 1 Our 4;; 
Mr. Cooke, though preſent, did not bear Lord 
Sandwich ſay, that the Directors of Greenwich Hoſpital 
had ſaid they would not act with Captain Baillie... 


| f Page 109. n | I 
Neither did Mr. Cooke hear Lord Sandwich ſay, 
that he muſt yore! with the Direltors, or Captain 
Baillie, or the leaſt like tbalt. ore min of 


— Page 109. On CE 
Mr. Cooke never heard Lord Sandwich ſay there 
was a great deal of right in Captain Baillie,—though 
he has a perfect recollection of his Lordſhip's ob- 
2 that there was à great deal of wrong in 

im. Fo gy, WEE, 


Mr. Cooke does not recollect Lord Sandwich's ſaying 


any thing upon Mr. Murphy's ſaying, he imagined 
Captain Baillie's place worth 600]. a year. | 


| Page 19. 
Mr. Cooke does not ne that Mr. Murphy ſaid 
Captain Baillie would print a third column, 


Page 10g. g 


Mr. Cooke being aſked whether Lord Sandwich 


did not ſay, that if Captain Baillie did not reſign 
his office, he ſhould look upon it as a flag of defiance, 
—anſwered, he never heard Lord Sandwich ſay any 
ſuch words, . N 
VVV 

Mr. Murphy has poſitively ſworn, that Lord Sand- 
wich ſaid to him, Captain Baillie's place may be 600l. 
4 year, I heard you eſtimate it at that ſum in the 
King's Bench. - | ; 


— at. 


That Lord. Sandwich ſaid, © That with reſpect 


% to what Captain Baillie had mentioned of Cap- 


«tain Kirke, he believed he was much miſ- informed, 
* as Captain Kirke did not wiſh the change which was 


* there mentioned. | 


ZR S335 26 ; Page 121. Frei 
And yet My. Marphy, ſpeaking of the time when 
Mr. Cooke was preſent, depoſes, that Lord Sand- 
wich ſaid the Directors cannot att with him, they have 
preſented a new Memorial againſt him. IT 


See | End of page 114. 5 
And yet Mr. Butler aſſerted, that Lord Sandwich 
aid ſay ſo, and Mr. Murphy, page 121, confirms it. 


— 


Page 122. 


8 And yet Mr. Murphy ſwears, that Lord Sandwich 


ſaid, he believed there was a great deal of right and 
a great deal of wrong in Captain Baillie, 85 


And yet Mr. Murphy ſwears, that Lord Sand- 
wich ſaid his place may be 600l. a year, and I know 
if a man loſes 600l. a year, and has no other fortune, 
he muſt be diſtreſſde. | | 
52 Page 122 and 123. | 

And Mr. Murphy, nevertheleſs, depoſes, that Mr. 
Cooke ſaid, that book (meaning the printed book 


in two cols). muſt be publiſhed, © I told him that 


% would do no good, —and that if it was publiſhed 
* in two columns, I ſhould adviſe Captain Baillie to 
« print a third to it.. ng 


| e 6 
However, Mr. Butler, declares Lord Sandwich 
ſaid, he ſhould conſider it as a DEFIANCE, if Cap: 
tain Baillie did not reſign his Office. 


* 


8 Page 115, THE: 

And yet Mr. Butler as poſitively ſwears, that when 
he read to Lord Sandwich Captain Baillie's propo- 
ſal, in which his office was ſtated to be 600l. a 
year, that Lord Sandwich replied, it was no ſuch 
thing, and that he is very certain Lord Sandwich did 
not ſay to Mr. Murphy, that when he had ſtated 
Captain Baillie's place to be 600l. a year, he had 
ſtated it fairly. 


. Theſe differences, ſnew how little dependence can 


be had on the preciſe recitals of converſations at ſuch 
A diſtance of time; and conſequently, how little we are 
able to judge of a point of honour depending en- 
tirely on that preciſion. Much credit is to be given 


„ 


to Captain Baillie's univerſal good character, as a 
man of honour and integrity. And therefore, it 
would be both cruel and unjuſt, to cenſure him on 
a matter, of which we have ſuch imperfect ac- 
counts. 


But, 


* C 6 . n —— 
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and return to Greenwich Hoſpital, and I aſk whether 
Captain Baillie is to be ruined for his attempts to 
redreſs the abuſes of the Charity over which he pre- 
faded ? x „ re 5 F 3 22 N # e 
Let me aſk what are the crimes with which he is 
charged ? boy Spry - (6.04, > . 0 1 
Every witneſs examined, whether friend ot foe, 
has certified to his reputation, as a man of morality 
and honeſty; his ſervices as an officer, are admitted, 
2 his zeal for the penſioners ſtands uncontradict- 
The ſole, offence alledged againſt Captain Baillie 
is, that he is a man of a vexatious temper, and of im- 
practicable manners. Theſe, if true, are faults moſt 
certainly; but they are ſuch, as though they render 
ſociety unpleaſant; do not render a man criminal z a 
never, that I have heard of, have been aſſigned a 
reaſons for depriving any perſon of his corporate 
office. 
a man of that temper, and of thoſe manners; before 
his being vexatious and intractable becomes a reaſon 
for puniſhing him in ſo high a degree, or perhaps, of 
2 him at all, we ought to know, upon what 


| 
un 


of matter he is vexatious, and in what ſort of ſo- 


ciety he is intractable. Nothing in the world is fo 
vexatious againſt abuſes as ſtrict enquiry. Nothing 
ſo intractable among gentlemen of eaſy morals, as a 
man of rigid virtue. I confeſs I do. not know any 
thing that can be ſuch a nuiſance, as a man of ſtern 


and uncorrupt integrity, in a fociety made happy and 


unanimous by a participation of jobs, by mutual 
connivance, and the perfect equality among them- 
ſelves that ariſes from a thorough conſciouſneſs, that 
not one of the company is a jot better than his 
neighbour,» Le dLES » 3 

I am perfectly ſatisfied that Captain Baillie, whilſt 
he did great ſervice to the poor penſioners, didinfinite- 
ly diſturb the tranquility of the Officers; and all they 


who are of opinion, that the government of hoſpitals, 


as well as that of kingdoms, was made for the plea- 
ſure of the Governors, and not the benefit of the 
Governed, will think his condu& was atrocious. 


But ſuch of your Lordſhips, who may be of diffe- 


rent ſentiments, and who reflect, that the greateſt re- 
formers have rarely been men of the beſt tempers, will 
pity the imperfection of human virtue; and will think 
Captain Baillie's moroſeneſs rather the object of repri- 
mand, than of the utmoſt puniſhment the Admiralty 
had the power to inflict. They ought to have com- 
mended and ſeconded his zeal, and exhorted him to 
more conciliatory manners; and not have deprived 
him of his office with diſgrace, whilſt they continue 


to employ, truſt, and careſs, a recorded cheat, who 


triumphs in the deſtruction of Captain Baillie, who 
had the deluſive victory of defeating him in a court 
of juſtice. | . e 

Whilſt Mr. Melliſh is enriching himſelf with all 
the contracts of the Navy, I think it behoves your 
Lordſhips, who have been able to judge of their 
comparative merits, not to let Captain Baillie ſtarve. 
I ſhall not move that he ſhould be reſtored to his 
office, I might be told that he has a legal remedy 
againſt his illegal removal; and I am ſenſible, that 
after all that has paſfed, he could not lead a ha py 


life in Greenwich Hoſpital. I only with for him ſome © 


proviſion, ſuch as his Majeſty ſhall think him deſerv- 
ing, ſuch as the Earl of Sandwich thought him deſery- 
ing, ſubſequent . to every complaint which has been 
alledged againſt Captain Baillie. _ _ —— 
I ſhall now ſubmit to the Committee the following 
report: | | go 


ich. word, The on Cie io dochet 

report to the Houſe, 95 e 
That the Committee have read the ſeveral 1 

referred to them by the Houſe, and have examined 


ſeveral witneſſes touching the affairs of Greenwich 


Hoſpital. 


A 


Admitting, however, that Captain Baillie is . 


H OU B OF L 0iR- Dj i 
But, my Lords, I have done with this negociation, 


That it appears to the Committee, that abuſes of 
various kinds have at different times crept into the 
management of the ſaid Hoſpi tl. 

That the Committee do not judge it neceſſary to 
trouble the Houſe with any account of thoſe: which 
have been corrected, or with ſuch as ate either of 
imall importance, or likely to meet with redreſs 
from the preſent conſtitution of the Hoſpital, 
But the Committee think it their duty to lay before 
the Houſe an account of ſome of the abuſes which 
ſtill ſubſiſt and are worthy the attention of Parlia- 
ment, eſpecially as ſome of them appear to the 
Committee to have ariſen from proviſions intro- 
duced into the new Charter, and to require ſuch 
remedies as the interpoſition of the Legiſlature is alone 
n j R SB 2B” 
That the principal abuſes at preſent exiſting, come 
under the two following heads 

Firſt, the introduction of landmen, to a very great 
extent, into various departments of the governtment 
of this Naval Hoſpital, moſt of them in breach of 
the expreſs provifions of the original Commiſſion, 


and of the preſent exiſting Charter. CHI 
Secondly, The refuſal or negle& of redreſs from the 
different Boards in whom the management of the Hol. 
pital is placed, particularly in the General Court, in 
appointing a partial and intereſted Committee, to en- 
quire into the complaints of the Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor, the unjuſtifiable conduct of that Committee, 
and the illegal proceedings of the Board of Admiral- 
ty, in removing the ſaid Lieutenant Governor from 
his office, without ever hearing him in his defence, 
or even ſo much as alledging againſt him any ſpecific 
charge of miſbehaviour. FFFFFF*V C 


UNDER THE FIRST OF THESE HEADS, 
It has appeared to this Committee, that five of 
the preſent members of the Council, viz. 

William Eden, Eſq. Auditor. 
John Ibbetſon, Eſq. Secretary, 
Kev. John Cooke, ) 4. _— 
Rev. John Maule, Chaplains, N 
Mr. John Godby, Steward, - | 
are not ſeafaring mien, or ſuch as have loſt their limbs 
or been otherwiſe diſabled in the ſea ſervice, as 
required by the Charter of the ſaid Hoſpital. 

That beſides the above-mentioned five Members of 
the Council, there are twenty-one other perſons who 
hold offices in the ſaid Hoſpital alſo contrary to the 
Charter, viz. f 5 

— Furbor, Schoolmaſter. 

John Pocock, Diſpenſer. 

Francis Cook, Secretary's Clerk. 
Daniel Ball, Steward's firſt Clerk. 
Philip Lewis, 
James Skeene, 
Alexander Moore, Maſter Cook. 

Roger Hunt, Mate to ditto. . 

Nicholas Levit, Scullery Man. 
Robert Ruſſel, RO. 

William Garner, Butler's Mates, 


5 ae Lane, Porter. : 
avi | | 
Tie. Carnarran, | Surgeon's Afitant. 
William Wheatley, Diſpenſer's Aſſiſtant, 
Stephen Hickman, Brewer. | 
William Dickey, Turncock, 
William Dickey, Labourer. 
. Robert Mylne, Clerk of the Works. 
Mr. Paunceford, Clerk of the Council. 
James Huggin, Labourer. 
That of the three Matrons, now belonging to the 
ſaid Hoſpital, two of them are neither widows, nor: 
daughters of ſeamen ; while the widows of Captains, 


© Mates to ditto, 


* 


Papers in the Royal Hoſpital, have in vain petitioned for 


theſe appointments. 


k 


That there are likewiſe twenty-five other employ- 
ments, ſome of them very conſiderable and lucrative, 
L 0 Pak which 


$06 v4 d#* LOAYS in 


which not being denominated offices in the houſe; 
may not fall within the expreſs proviſions of the 
Charter, to be held by ſeafaring men; but as there 
is no art, or ſkill required for them, which a man 

who has ſerved may not be Taue of, it is con- 
trary to the object and ſpirit of this inſtitution, when 
ſeamen, properly qualified can be found, not to give 
them the preference over landmen, who have no 
retenſions to the benefit of this Naval Charity. 
[heſe offices conſiſt of, | | 


| Surveyor, Clerks, &c. not lodged within the Hoſpital: 


James Steward, Surveyor; 
William Ferguſon. 
Henry Taylor. | 
George Hambley. 
. Samworth, 
eorge Smith. 
John Elder. 
Lufton Ralfe. 
George Pope. 
——— Pierſon. 
John Smith. 
11 
Perſons holding under the Derwentwater Eſtate. 
Doctor Scott. 


Lancaſter. 
James Turner. 


Nicholas Walton. 


5 


Perſons belonging to the Sixpenny- Office, on Towet- 
| hill, all paid by the Hoſpital Fund. 


Thomas Hicks. 
J. Cleveland. 
J. Beverly. 
F. Bryan. 
H. Mattocks. 
William Gray. 


Charles Eve. 
J. Dalley. 
Margaret Scold. 
William Newnam. 
| 10 
"os 


. That the office of Architect is the only one belong 


ing to Greenwich Hoſpital, to which it appears, 


that a ſeaman may not be competent. But it does 


not appear that ſuch an officer is at all neceſſary. 


When new works are carrying on, an eminent Archi- 
tect, like an eminent Painter, may be employed with- 
out loading the eſtabliſnment with ſuch a permanent 
office, as is particularly pointed out in the Commiſ- 
ſion, but entirely omitted in the Charter. It is ſtill 


leſs neceſſary for the Hoſpital to have, as at preſent 


is eſtabliſhed, two Architects, Mr. Stewart and Mr. 
Mylne, under the different denominations of Sur- 
veyor and Clerk of the Works. 


UNDER THE SECOND HEAD. 


With reſpe& to the Court of Directors, it appears 
to the Committee, That a moſt ſhameful abuſe ex- 
iſted for a very conſiderable time in the Hoſpital, 
by the contracting Butcher, Mr. Peter Melliſh, ſup- 
plying the poor penſioners with bull beef, and meat 
of the _ kind, worth only fourteen ſhillings per 
hundred weight, inſtead of the beſt fat ox beet, for 
which he was allowed thirty-two ſhillings and ſix- 
pence per hundred weight. And although the ſaid 
Melliſh was, in the year 1776, convicted in a court 


Directors, 


e | 


bf law of this deteſtable fraud, in no leſs than ten 
inſtances, and was afterwards ſued for fifty other 
breaches of his Contract, which he was ſuffered to 
compound, yet the Directors, inſtead of marking ſo 
infamous a cheat, by excluding him from all future 
dealings with the Hoſpital, bave evet ſince continued 
to give to the ſaid Melliſh freſh Contracts for ſup- 
plying the whole Hoſpital with meat for a twelve- 


month, under an idea, as one of the Directors de- 


af at the Bar of this Houſe, that although a man 
ad been guilty of a fraud towards the Hoſpital, yet 
if he offered to ſetve for leſs money than any other 
perion, there was an obligation upon the Commiſ- 
ionets and Managers of the Hoſpital to employ that 
man ſo convicted: | 

It alſo further appears, ES | 

That the practice of chalkirig off (whereby money 
is given twice a week to the penſioners, in lieu of 
meat and cheeſe) ſtill continues to ſubſiſt, notwith- 


| ſtanding the unanimous tepreſentation of the Coun- 
til on the Seh of Auguſt, 1776, to the Board of 
rs, That ſuch practice is not only con- 

+ trary to the eſtabliſhment, but injurious to the 


« health and morals of the penſioners, and is at- 
« tended with many inconveniencies, improprieties, 


and irregularities, and ought to be totally aboliſhed.” 


(Foge 42. 2 8 
With reſpect to the General Court, and the Com- 
mittee which they appointed, it appears, 


That the. foregoing, and other matters of com- 


plaint, were in the printed Caſe of the Royal Hoſpital 


for Seamen at Greenwich; laid before the Firſt Lord 


of the Admiralty by Captain Baillie, the Lieutenant- 


Governor, accompanied with a letter, March 7, 


(page 74) and afterwards on tlie 26th of March; 
1778, tranſmicted to the Secretary of the Admiralty, 
to be by him officially laid before the Board, with 


a requeſt from the ſaid Captain Baillie, © that their 
« Lordſhips would be pleaſed to ſummon a full and 

General Court of the Commiſſioners and Gover- 
nors, according to the true intent and A of . 


the Charter, to whom he moſt ardently wiſhed 
to appeal, and prove the charges therein con- 
tained z hoping that to make fuch a Court efficient, 
it might be gdveriiſed three times in the Gazette, 
e as well as ſummonſes ſent (page vii.) 

That a General Court of Commiſſioners, and Go- 
vernors of Greenwich Heſpital was according called, 
but without ſuch advertiſements or general ſum- 


monſes, and fat at the Admiralty on the 14th of 


April, 1778. At this Court it was reſolved, that, 
Sir Merrick Burrell, 

Mr. Cuſt, 

Mr. Savary, 

Mr. Barker, 

Mr. Wells, 

Mr. James, 
ä Mr. Reynolds, 

ſhould be a Committee (of whom three to be a quo- 
rum) to invęſtigate the grounds of the ſeveral charges 
tc contained in the above-mentioned boot; and they were 
« defired to proceed _ that buſineſs with all con- 
e yenient diſpatch, at ſuch times and places as they 


«46 ſhould think moſt proper for the purpoſe ; and when 


e they had compleated ſuch inveſtigation, to let the 
« Lords of the Admiralty know it, that another Ge- 
e neral Court might be called to receive their re- 
That Captain Baillie objected to the ſaid Com- 
mittee, as compoſed of Directors, perſons againſt whom 
his complaints chiefly lay. | 
That notwithſtanding his objections, the faid Ge- 
neral Court appointed the ſaid Committee, conſiſting 
of the ſeven perſons above-named, who are all of 
them Directors. 
That Captain Baillie in his letter of the 18th 
of April, 1778, to the faid Committee, proteſted 


againſt their proceedings. Page vii, Letter, 
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That notwithſtanding the ſaid Proteſt, the ſaid 
Committee met at Greenwich Hoſpital, and ſat ſeven 
days, but would neither ſuffer Captain Baillie to pro- 
ceed in his own way to prove his | Caſe, nor enquire 
into any matters reſpecting complaints againſt either 
« the Court of Direttors, the General Court, the Go- 
% vernor, Board of Admiralty, br Firſt Lord of the Ad- 
« miralty;” but confined their enquiry merely to 
ſuch parts as reſpected the officers who had com- 
plained to the General Court. And in the proſecu- 
tion of this enquiry, the ſaid Committee ſuffered Mr. 
Morgan, as Counſel for the ſaid Officers, to direct 
the mode in which Captain Baillie ſhould proceed to 
make good his charges, frequently refuſing to hear 
his witneſſes. ep” 
That no one member of the ſaid Committee attend: 
ed the whole ſeven days which it ſat, but that, never- 
theleſs, a report of their proceedings was made tothe 
General Court, and ſigned by two of the Members, 
who had ſat as Preſidents, one of whom had been 


preſent only two days out of the ſeven; but declared 


at the Bar of this Houſe, that he had ſigned for the 
proceedings of the whole ſeven days. (Page 107.) 

That at the General Court of Commiſſioners and 
Governors, held on the 12th of Auguſt, 1778, when 
the report of the Committee was read, Captain Baillie 
tn his letter of that day again proteſted againſt the 
proceedings of the ſaid Committee, as well as to their 
being conſtituted of Directors only, and deſired that 
the General Court would themfelves review the pro- 


ceedings of the Committee, offering immediately to 
produce before the ſaid General Court, witneſſes and 


affidavits to prove every part of his complaints. 
(Page 70 to 79.) | Wu 5 

That at the ſaid General Court, the following Re- 
ſolutions were moved and agreed to, viz. * That 
<« the ſeveral charges contained in Captain Baillie's 
* book, which have been examined into by the Com- 
«© mittee appointed for that purpoſe, appear generally 
« malicious and void of foundation, and rending to 
« diſturb the peace and good government of the 
« Hoſpital; and . 5 


bat a copy of the report of the ſaid Com- 


&© mittee, be, therefore, laid before the Lords Com- 


« miſſioners of the Admiralty ; and that it be ſub- 


« mitted to their Lordſhips whether for the better 


«© government of the Holpital, it may not be ad- 
<« viſeable to remove the ſaid Captain Baillie from 


<« his employments of Lieutenant-Governor, and one ſhould ſuperintend that execution, in order to come 


&« of the Directors thereof. 


Wich reſpect to the Board of Admiralty, it ap- 


pears, 


on which the Lords of the Admiralty received froin 
the General Court the report of the Committee, and 
their advice to remove Captain Baillie, their Lord: 
ſhips immediately reſolved, That directions ſhould 
« be forthwith given to Sir Charles Hardy, Go- 
<« yernor of the ſaid Hoſpital, to cauſe Captain Bail- 


<« he to be ſuſpended from his employments, both as 
« Lieutenant-Governor and Director, and one of 


the Council of Greenwich Hoſpital, till further applied, or be in any wiſe applicable to any uſe or 
| purpoſe whatſoever, other than the charitable pur- 


« order.?“ br | 
That the ſaid Captain Baillie requeſted, by letter of 
the 14th of Auguſt, 1778, Mr. Stephens, ** to move 


*© the Lords of the Admiralty, to direct that he might 


* be furniſhed: with a copy of the order, by which he 


« was ſuſpended,” but could never obtain the ſame. | 


Page ix. Letter, No. . 


That Captain Baillie, in his letter of the iſt of 
December, 1778, to the Lords of the Admiralty, 


entreated to be reſtored to his ſtation in the ſaid 


Hoſpital. Page xl. Letter, No. 11. 


That Captain Baillie, in his letter of the 8th of 


December, 1778, to Mr. Stephens, © requeſted that 
« the Lords of the Admiralty, or General Court, 
« would give directions that he might have a true 


*« copy of the report made at the General Court on 


That on the 12th of . Auguſt 1778, the ſame day 


- tioned, to confine this great naval foundation/to th 
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the 12th of Auguſt by the Committee of Enquiry," 
but was refuſed the ſame, (Page xl, No. 13 and 14.) 
That on the 25th.of December, 1778, the Lords 
Commiſſioners of the Admiralty reſolved; -**:That the 
« ſaid Captain Baillie, for his miſbehaviour, as ſtated 
„ in the report before-mentioned, be removed from 


© the offices of Lieutenant-Governor, - one of the 


Directors, and one of the Council of - Greenwic 
«« Hoſpital.” Page AI. Letter, No. 13 : 
That Captain Baillie again applied for 4 copy 
of the report, in his letter of the Zeth of Ja- 
nuary, but could not obtain the ſame. Page xli. 
No. 18. Fe: „ ee, 

That it does not appear that the ſaid Captain 
Baillie ever was called, or appeared before the faid 
Board of Admiralty, or was ever heard before the 
ſaid Board, touching his complaints, or thoſe made 
againſt him. 9 5 

That it appears to this Committee, that the words 
of the Charter by * authorizing and impowering the 
„Board of Admiralty to diſplace, move, or ſuſpend 
% any officer for his miſbehaviour,” the ſaid Board 
could not legally ſuſpend or remove the ſaid Captain 
Baillie from the offices of Lieutenant-Governor, one 
of the Directors, and one of the Council of Green- 
wich Hoſpital, without imputing to him ſome /perific 
charge of misbehaviour, and hearing him in his defence, 
neither of which neceſſary ſteps the ſaid Board appear 
to have taken on the preſent occafion, _ 


That, beſides what has already been mentioned, 
under the two heads of the introduction of landmen, 
and the miſconduct of the ſeveral Boards concerned in 
the management of Greenwich Hoſpital, the Com- 
mittee have to obſerve, on the alterations which have 
been made in the Charter from the original Commiſ- 
ſion, transferring to the Board of Admiralty the diſ- 
poſal of all employments held under the Hoſpital. 


the recommendation of which, was, by the Commiſ- 


ſion, placed in the General Court of the Commiſl- 


ſioners. This great increaſe of patronage to the Ad- 


miralty, which ſeems to have been the main object of 
the Charter obtained in 1775, appears to the Com- 
mittee to be prejudicial to the good government of 
the ſaid Hoſpital, inaſmuch as it creates a ſort of 
mutual intereſt and connection between thoſe who 
ought to be kept entirely ſeparate and diſtinct, the 
executive officers of the Hoſpital, and thoſe who 


at abuſes when they exiſt. 


That the ſaid Charter alſo varies from the original 
Commiſſion in other, and no leſs material circum- 
ſtances, both of inſertion and of omiſſion, New 
powers, ' ſuſceptible of abuſe, are inſerted, and the 
old proviſions, prohibiting of abuſe, are omitted; 
two circumſtances, which, combined, appear to this 
Committee of a very {ſuſpicious nature. The clauſe _ 
added being the creation of a power to ſell, alienate, 


and exchange the eſtates and effects of the Hoſpital ; 


and the clauſe omitted being a ſtrict charge, com- 
mand, injunction, and requiſitioh, that none of the 
ſaid eſtates or effects ſnould be diverted, uſed, or 


poſes of the ſaid Hoſpital, or to defray the neceſſary 
charges relating thereunto. Þ | 


The Committee ſee no neceſſity for theſe altera- 
tions, and are of opinion that it is better, when any 


material changes in the property of the Hoſpital are 


intended, to have recourſe to Parliament for an act 


for ſuch particular purpoſe, as was lately the caſe in 


in an exchange of lands between the Duke of Nor- 
thumberland and Greenwich Hoſpital. | 


That in order to remedy the abuſes before- 


ſole object for which ic was firſt inſtituted, the benefit 


of ſeafaring men, and to reſtore the ſpirit of the ori- 


eſſen- 


ginal Commiſſion, from which the Charter 
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tially deviated, the Judges be directed to prepare a 
bill for reſcinding the Charter for incorporating the 
Commiſſioners and Governors of the Royal Hoſpital 
for ſeamen at Greenwich, bearing date 6th of Decem- 
ber, 1775, and for ſubſtituting a new Charter in lieu 
thereof, reſtoting to the General Court of Commiſ- 
fioners and Governors * the power of recommend- 
« ing to the Board of Admiralty all officers neceſſary 
to be employed in and for the ſaid Hoſpital, with 
directions to the Board of Admiralty to appoint 
all ſuch officers accordingly, except the Governor 
* and Treaſurer of the ſaid Hoſpital, with expreſs 
* proviſions, that all ſuch perſons to be ſo recom- 
« mended, and admitted into the ſaid Hoſpital, as 
«© Officers of the Houſe, or otherwiſe, be ſeafaring 
& men, or ſuch who ſhall have loſt their limbs, or 
c been otherwiſe diſabled in the ſea ſervice,” as was 
directed by his Majeſty's Commiſſion; of the 28th of 
May, 1763. | 


Thar if any exceptions to this general rule ſhall 


appear neceſſary, the ſame may be ſpecified in the 


ſaid bill. x 
. That no perſon ſhall be admitted a ſeafaring man, 
and as ſuch, capable of being appointed an Officer 
of the Houſe, or of being lodged in Greenwich Hoſ- 
pital, unleſs ſuch perſon ſhall have, bona fide, ſerved 


four years at ſea; or ſhall have been diſabled in the 


ſea ſervice. | 5 „ 
That all women employed in the Hoſpital, as 
Matrons, Nurſes, or otherwiſe, be widows of ſea- 
men. | ; 
That none but ſuch perfons as have ſerved as Offi- 
cers in the Royal Navy, be Members of the Coun- 
"al: | | | 
That the General Court ſhall meet once in 
2 month, or oftner, if there ſhould be occa- 
W a ; : 
That the Commiſſioners and Governors; ſhall in 
future confiſt of all the Flag Officers of his Majeſty's 
fleet, and none other, 3 
That a certain number of the ſaid Flag Officers 
ſhall attend by rotation, whilſt they remain on 
ere. 5 5 
That all vacancies ſhall be recommended to be 


filled up by ſuch of the members as ſhall attend the 
ſaid General Courts. | 


That two of the Flag Officers, the Governor, the 


Lieutenant Governor, Treaſurer, Auditor, and ſe- 
nior Captain, be a Court of Directors for the pur- 
poſes expreſſed in the late Commiſſion. 


That the Board of Admiralty ſhall, at all times, 


have the inſpection of the books containing the pro- 
ceedings of the General Court, Court of Directors, 
and Council, and ſhall retain the power given them 
by the Charter, to diſplace, move, or ſuſpend any 
Officer, or Officers of the ſaid Hoſpital, tor his or 
their miſbehaviour, not excepting the Governor or 
er, | 

That in conſideration of Captain Baillie's having 
been illegally removed from the office, by the Board 
of Admiralty, and of the zeal he has uniformly ſhewn 
in the courſe of ſeventeen years that he has been in 
the ſaid Hoſpital, it is recommended to the Houſe 
to addreſs his Majeſty, to confer on Captain Baillie 
ſome mark of his Royal Favour. 


”The above is a Copy of his Grace the Duke of 
Richmond's Speech, a few References excepted. 


n. e KD 
_ * 


Abſtract of the SPEECH of the Right Honourable 


Lord CAMDEN. 


IS Lordſhip ſolicited the indulgence of the 
Committee, for the trouble he was about to 
give them ; and this requeſt, on his part, became the 
more neceſſary, he ſaid, on the preſent occaſion, be- 
cauſe, contrary to his uſual habits and inclination, he 
found it neceſſary to ipveſtigate, pretty much at large, 


+ . 


the preſent queſtion, ſo far as it related to the original 
Charter and Commiſſion, and the alteration m: de in 
the new Charter, in 1773. Theſe, in his opinion, 
produced matter on which only the main queſtion 
turned, as had been well and truly obſerved by tte 
noble Duke who made the motion. 

The liſt of the abuſes, which had been proved at 
the bar of the Committee, preſented nothing of ſuffi- 


cient conſequence in themſelves, farther than as their 


exiſtence indicated their original, the departure from 


the views and intentions of thoſe Royal and Noble 


Perſonages, who were the firſt founders, authors, ad- 
viſers, and promoters of this charity; whfit thoſe 
views and intentions were, he ſhould endeavour to 
point out, after he had regularly made his way to 
that part of the buſineſs; „ | : 
The firſt matter, upon a tranſient view of the ob- 
jects of enquiry, was to examine into the abuſes, that 
had, or do ſtill exiſt. So far as the good regimen of 
the Hoſpital, the diſtributive juſtice of thole appointed 
to preferve and give it effect, he had, for the preſent 
moment, very little anxiety on his mind. He grant- 
ed, that miſmanagements, when known and aſcertain- 
ed, ought not to be permitted to exiſt for an inſtant. 
That they had exiſted, he believed there was not a 
noble Lord preſent, however anxious to juſtify the 
conduct of the noble Lord at the head of the Admi- 
talty, who entertained a doubt upon the ſubject. That 
many of the abuſes had been remedied, appeared by 
the evidence of ſeveral witneſſes examined at the bar; 
and he believed, and hoped, that ſuch as came within 
the deſcription of abus ſtill exiſting, would be re- 
dreſſed.— All complaints about fhoes, ſtockings, 
bull beef, beer, &c. were at an end. If a larger ſum 
had been given for repairing the Painted Hall than 
ought to have been, the worſt that could be ſaid was, 
that it was a Job, for the impropriety of which no in- 
dividual was ſpecifically reſponſible; ſo the matter 
reſted in reſpect of ſeveral other heads of complaint. 
They arole from the conſtitution of the Hoſpital, and 
the improper exerciſe or abuſe of the powers created 
by the Charter. The miſmanagements were not po- 
fitive, or original, but indicative, The Charter did 
not fay, employ landmen in all civil offices in the Hoſ- 
pital; it did not veſt in the Admiralty Board, or the - 


Firſt Commiſſioner at that Board, with the abſolute 


and uncontrouled direction of Greenwich Hoſpital, 
its revenues, and internal regulation and police; but 
if · ſuch a power was aſſumed, or exerciſed; if all 
check or legal interpolition, between the Admiralty 
Board and the penſioners, was ſuſpended or ſurrender- 
ed by the per lons appointed to ſtand between the 
Board and the penſioners; if, from this circumſtance 
alone, this power falling into improper hands by de- 
legation, to perſons who might find an intereſt in 
abuſing it, it would amount to this, that tte miſ- 
managements and abuſes were the effef?, and the 
uſurped powers of the Admiralty Board the cauſe. 

He was ready to acknowledge, that the Firſt Lord. 
of the Admiralty was got the original author of this 
departure from the profeſſed intention of thoſe who 
framed the original Charter. His Lordſhip trod only 
in the footſteps of his predeceſſors, many of them as 
great, as worthy, and honelt men, as ever adorned the 
annals of this country, As the inſtitution grew older, 
it gradually deviated from the firſt principles; and, 
as far as he could underſtand, a great many years had 


| intervened, ſince the powers of the Court ot Direc- 


tors and of the General Courts anſwered any other 
purpoſe but to meet, deliberate, and determine, ac- 
cording to their ancient forms, but reatiy only to 
carry into execution not what might appear to them 
the moſt neceſſary and proper meaſures, but whatever 
the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty for the time being, 
no matter who, might think proper to direct. And 
in this part of his ſpeech, he ſaid, he could not omit, 
without manifeſt injuſtice, teſtilying his higheſt p- 
probation of the open and candid conduct of the Earl of 
Sandwich; for while ſeveral of his noble triends, 
throughout the courſe of the fourteen or fifreen 0 85 
| | : 
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bf the enguiry, had laboured with all thoſe talents and 
reat profeſional knowledge [ſuppoſed to mean the 
T.ord Chancellor and Lord Bathurſt] for which th 
are fo juſtly diſtinguiſhed, to prove that Lord Sand- 
wich had nothing at all to do in the buſineſs ; that the 


Council did 25, the Directors did that; the General 


Court had deſired that Captain Baillie ſnould be diſ- 
miſſed; his Lordſhip, when he came to make his de» 
fence, ſpoke out like a man; and, deſpiſing quibbles 
and evaſions, which were as much beneath his rank 
and dignity, as unworthy of his tiger ſituation, 
in reſpe& to the Hoſpital. —Said the noble Lord, 
« It was I improved the revenues of the Derwent- 
« water eſtate almoſt double; it was I built a larger 
« kitchen 4 it was I put the foundation upon ſuch a 
« footing as to procure conveniences and ſupport for 
« the admiſſion of ta, inſtead of one thouſand pen- 
« ſjoners; and inſtead of ſeating fix hundred pen- 
« ſjoners with great difficulty and inconvenience at 
« dinner, it was I was the occafion that vow twelve 
% hundred can be accommodated, with eaſe and 
« ſatisfaction,” ; 

From ſo indubitable a teſtimony as the noble 


Lord's own words, he ſhould argue vpon it as ſo 


much incontrovertible proof, that the preſent manage- 
ment and regulation of Greenwich Hofpital was in 
the ſingle hand of the noble Lord; and, from that 
very circumſtance, ſhew, that the Charter, if not 
groſsly violated, had been imperceptibly departed 
trom; and that of courſe the preſent executive 
powers, exerciſed by his Lordſhip, and ſeveral of his 
predeceſſors in office, were no more correſpondent 


to the executive powers veſted in the corporate body 
on its firſt formation, than abſolute deſpotiſm, in the 


execution of limited powers, is correſpondens to the 
conſtitution of a limited government. 


The original Charter and inſtructions to Prince 


George of Denmark, in April, 1704, creates a corpo- 
rate body, ſtiled the Directors, &c. of Greenwich 
Hoſpital. Certain perſons, ſome of the moſt noble 
and diſtinguiſhed perſonages in the kingdom, are, by 
virtue of their reſpective offices, appointed Governors 
and Members of the General Court. A Council is 
conſtituted for the internal regulation of the Hoſpital, 
who are to report every matter properly cognizable 
by the powers entruſted to them, to the Court of Di- 


rectors, and the Lerd High Admiral, or Admiralty 


Board, is inveſted with the executive truſt, or ſuper- 
intendance of the whole; or, in other words, to gi ve 


ſuch directions as the conſtitution of the Corporation 


authoriſes. It will be worthy of attention to ſee how 
far the executive powers growing out of this conſtitu- 
tion have been properly exerciſed.  _—_. 

The Charter lays, that all civil officers, or which 


amounts precifcly to the fame thing, that all officers 


who are to be appointed to places in the Hoſpital, 
ſhall be ſeafaring men, or perſons who have been at 
ſea, or diſabled in the ſea-ſervice, Here is a poſitive 
direction, deſcribing the perſons who ſhall be eligible. 
But ſeveral arguments have been zeſorted to in order 
to ſhew, that this was not the intention of the original 
inſtitutors of this noble charity. The very firſt eſta- 
bliſnment, formed in the November following (1704) 
under the Charter and Commiſſion for giving it effect, 
gives evidence of the direct contrary ; the impractica- 


bility of ſeafaring perſons or diſabled ſeamen to dil- 


charge the functions preſcribed by ſuch offices; and 
the uſage of more than half a century, in the mode of 
electing the civil officers, afford ſo many proofs, that 
if it ever prevailed it only prevailed in a few inſtances, 
and rather aroſe incidentally than from ſyſtem; thar 


men bred at ſea, or diſabled there, were totally unfit- 


ted by habit to fill many of the civil offices; and that 
there was not a ſingle veſtige appeared in the records 
of the Hoſpital, reſpecting any uſage of the kind to 
have ever been adopted or adhered to. 

To the laſt of theſe he ſhould firſt reply, that ſuch 
an uſage had exiſted was incontrovertibly evident, be- 
cauſe the records of the Hoſpital ſhewed that the Ge- 
neral Court had continued regularly to recommend, 


and that the Commiſſion reſtrited the Admiralty 
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Board to make choice out of the perſons ſo recom- 
mended, who were nor could be no other but ſea- 
faring men, or diſabled ſeamen, He was equally 
clear, that there was not a ſingle civil employment, 
within or without the Hoſpital, but two, which ſea- 


fating men, not perhaps in all inſtances diſabled ſea. 


men, wete capable of filling; and he begged their 
Lordſhips to reflect, how many ſpecies of naval mili- 
tary gp there may be ſhort of rendering a man 
incapable of filling a civil office and employment. 
And here a thought ſtruck him, which was, that the 
only two offices retained for the diſpoſal of the Crown, 
the Governor and Treaſurer, which, as far as they re. 
22 (the latter indeed was out of the queſtion) 
reenwich Hoſpital, were civil employments, a ſingle 
inſtance had not been known in which either of thoſe 
places had been beſtowed on a landman by any one of 
the four Princes who had fat on the Throne ſince the 
year 1704. | „ ne gale 
The other point, which had indeed been preſſed 


by the noble Earl, with great ſeeming eclat, in what 
he called his defence, but what he ſhould ever con- 


fider to be no more than the noble Earl's ſpeech, 


was, that out of the whole number appointed under 


the Commiſſion, in November 1704, to Civil Offi- 
ces, twenty-one were landmen. He ſhould be glad 
to forget that circumſtance. He believed the noble 
Earl knew nothing of that very ſuſpicious buſineſs. 
Perhaps Mr. Maule, in ſearching the Regiſter, might 
have done it haſtily, or negligently: he wiſhed, tor 
his own character, he had been more careful and cor- 


rect, as well as for the noble Lord's own private ſa- 
tisfaction: but he confeſſed he heard the noble Duke's 


account of the Minutes and Regiſter with aſtoniſh- 
ment, when his Grace proyed, as far as his enquiries 
went, or he was fo fortunate as to procure authentic 
documents, that five out of the twenty-one reported in 


Maule's liſt, proved not to be landmen, but ſeamen, 


ſome of them of known and meritorious ſervice. 

His Lordſhip having proved, in a moſt maſterly 
manner, the real intended Conſtitution of the Hot- 
pital, obſerved, that it carried the ſeeds of abuſe and 
miſmanagement in its very firſt formation. A great 


number of the firſt men for rank and quality in this 


kingdom, were conſtituted a part of the corporation; 
great officers of State, perſons occupying certain poſts 
under the Crown, and Privy-Counſellors, &c. but 
no ſpecific means had been provided either to inforce 
their attendance, or to compel the executive power 
of the Hoſpital to give them notice, by ſummons, 
to attend, 


He believed it had been agreed and ruled as law, 


that Governors could not act as viſitors, or attend 
without due notice. If ſo, this was the real and true 


ſource of all the miſmanagement which took place in 


the Hoſpital, and of the total departure from the 


original Charter; for if, on one ſide, the members of 
the corporation could not attend, and on the other, 


that the Firſt Commiſſioner of the Admiralty had it 
in his power to forbear to ſummon them at his plea- 
ſure, the evident conſequence and effect were, that 
the Firſt Commiſſioner, or the Admiralty Board, 
being inveſted with a power of ſummoning whom 
they pleaſed, it would, at all times, and upon every 


occaſion, be in the power of that Board to controul 


the proceedings of the General Court, and direct it 


to ſuch purpoſes only as ſuch a power wiſhed to carry 
into execution. 


The bringing back the Conſtitution of the Hoſ· 


pital to its firſt avowed and intended principles, was, 
in his opinion, a matter well worthy the interpaſition 


of Parliament; no other power was competent to the 


taſk ; and this conſideration, he ſaid, would conclude 
the firſt object of his riſing, followed by this additi- 
onal and cogent motive for urging the neceſlity of 


ſuch a meaſure, the alteration or change made in the 


new Charter granted in 1775. 


This, perhaps, as to the proceedings previouſly, ' 


and the means finally adopted, was one of the moſt 


extraordinary tranſactions that ever came before that 


Houſe, 
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Houſe, or the Britiſh Parliament. One of the wit · Some of the mattters therein” ſet forth might be li- 


neſſes at the bar, a Mer. Evereſt, a young man, who, 


from his own acknowldgement, was totally jncom- 
petent to the taſk, is defired to ſearch an unfrequented 
duſty room, for a parcel of papers, of no deſcription. 


Well; after ſweeping off the cobwebs, what does he every honeſt ſeaman muſt for ever revere; a man, 


next do? he gathers a bundle of he knows not what, 
and gives them to a man, his partner, as much too 
old as he was too young; and this old man does 
ſomething, of which he confeſſes himſelf equally ig- 


norant. After the drudgery of the young man and 


the old man, ſome crude indigeſted memorandums, 
of former inconveniencies, ſtated to have ariſen from 
jome parts of the original Charter, are preſented to 
a Mr. Eden, a very worthy Member of the other 
Houſe, and Auditor of Greenwich Hoſpital. What 
then? from theſe precious documents Mr, Eden 
forms his opinion of what is right, expedient, and 
neceſſary, and preſents it to the two firſt law officers 
of the Crown, Lord Thurlow, then Attorney-Ge- 
neral, and the preſent Attorney. What do they do? 
he preſumed, looking upon the matter to be merely 
a matter of courſe, for he had the higheſt opinion 
of their ability and integrity, they * . no obſer- 
vation of any kind, but add only, that the Trea- 
ſurer may in future be obliged to give ſecurity for 
che truſt repoſed in him: and during the enquiry, 
it has come out in proof from the Secretary, Mr, 
Ibbetſon, that the noble Lord at the head of the 
Admiralty knew nothing at all of the matter; a 
circumſtance which could hardly obtain credit, if it 
had not been ſo reſpectably authenticated; in which 
tranſaction he begged permiſſion to ſay, the noble 
Earl had been extremely ill- treated, his Lordſhip, as 
be obſerved before, having taken the reſponſibility 


of every thing on himſelf, reſpecting the good ma- 


nagement and government of Greenwich Hoſpital. 
Mr. Everiſt looks for papers which no man deſired 
him to trouble himſelf about; his partner draws 
vp ſomething, of which he knew nothing; Mr. 
Eden upon this ſomething, forms another ſomething, 
which he Jays before the law officers of the Crown; 
and the law officers of the Crown, without taking 
any notice of rhe ſubject matter referred to their 
conſideration, make an amendment to the paper re- 
ferred, by adding, that the Treaſurer in future ſhall 
be obliged to give ſecurity for the due and faithful 
performance of the truſt repoſed in him. Tiny 

His Lordſhip then proceeded to comment on the 
new Charter, and endeavoured to ſhew, that it went 
either to an abridgement of the powers veſted in 
the corporate body by the old Commiſſion, or to the 
confirmation of the powers uſurped by the Admi- 
ralty Board; and particularly obſerved, that it took 
away the right of recommendation inveſted in the 
General Courts, created new powers relative to the 


management, direction, and diſpoſal of the revenues 


ariſing from the Derwentwater eſtates; and ulti- 
mately and ſubſtantially, veſted the whole of the li- 
berative and executive powers of the corporation in 
the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, On theſe ſeveral 
grounds of abuſe, as well as miſuſe of the powers 
firſt created, he was clearly of opinion, that Parlia- 
ment, and Parliament only, were competent to reach 
and exterminate me evil in its en receſſes, and 


and once more reſtore the moſt deſerving body of men, 


_ the pride and glory of this country, its beſt bulwark, 
and laſt refuge, in the moment of diſtreſs, from the 
accumulated oppreſſions and injuries they at preſent 
laboured under. | | 
On the lecond point contained in the noble Duke's 
propoſition, he ſhould content himſelf with a very 


few words. Captain Baillie had pabliſhed a book; 
he ſcarcely believed there was any Lord prefent who 


doubted of the truth of the moſt material facts there- 
in aſſerted : if any ſuch were preſent, he was not one 
of them ; he was perſuaded they conſiſted of a very 
ſmall number. In point of law, he would not un- 
dertake to defend every paſſage in Captain Baillie's 
book; he might be intemperate, haſty, and not 
well-warranted in every ſingle minute circumſtance. 


bellous z but allowing the worſt, and qualifying the 
moſt meritorious part of Captain Baillie's conduct, 
he thought him a meritorious man; a man to whom 
his country was highly indebted; a man whom 


whom the preſent and future penſioners of Green- 
wich Hoſpital ought to look up to with gratitude, + 
affection, he might add, veneratioh for his memory, 
and the warmeſt eſteem for his living deſerts: . 
What had Capt; Baillie done? he ſtood forth as the 


| ſeaman's friend, at the riſque, almoſt at the certainty 


of his own perſonal ruin, and. the overthrow of his 
private fortune. Convinced from every motive of 
Juſtice, and every ground of reaſon and law, he en- 
deavoured to recover the inalienable rights which the 
Britiſh ſeamen have been deprived of; reſolved to 
periſh or ſucceed, he truſted every thing to the glo- 
rious iſſue, and in his zeal for the profeſſion to which 
he - belonged, committed all his preſent care and 
future proſpects, in the very ungqual conteſt with 
the Firſt Lord of the Admiralty, and all thoſe con- 
nected with the Admiralty Board, whom, as he muſt 
know their diſpoſitions, could have but little doubt 
of their ability to cruſh him. Like other reformers, 
he had fallen a victim to prejudice, party rage, per- 
ſecution, and ſelf-intereſt, Like the firſt refor- 
mers, Luther, Calvin, and John Knox, though 
cruſhed, over-looked, or neglected in the contention, 
he would, like them, leave behind him not-only a 
teſtimony of his zeal in a good cauſe, but procure 
eaſe, comfort, and content to numbers yet unborn. 
Having eſtabliſhed fully the public merits of Capt. 
Baillie, and the vaſt obligations the public at large, 
and the navy in particular, owed him, as well from 
the native diſpoſition of the noble Earl, who had al- 
ready offered that gentleman an equivalent, as from 
his natural love of juſtice; he preſumed that his Lord- 
ſhip would be one of the firft to accede to the no- 
ble Duke's propoſition for making 4 proviſion for 
that much injured officer; and the rather, as the noble 
Earl, by all he could perceive, had no reafon to think 
differently of Captain Baillie, ſince he pledged his 
honour upon certain conditions, to procure an equi- 
valent for him. If it was an act of juſtice at Chriſt- 
mas, it was ſo ſtill; that it was, he had every reaſon 
to preſume, becauſe he could never ſuppoſe that 
the noble Lord from any perſonal conſideration, 
merely affecting himſelf, could be induced to make 


a public proviſion for an undeſerving man. His 


Lordſhip, after going very fully into the conduct 
of the Court of Directors, relative to the renewing 
the contract with Melliſh, the butcher, concluded 
his ſpeech with expreſſing his hearty aſſent to the Re- 
ſolution moved by the noble Duke. „ 


| Theſe Speeches were anſwered by the Earls of Chef 
terfield and Mansfield, and the Queſtion being put, the 


Committee rejected the Motion, and came to the fol- 


lowing Reſolutions, which were agreed to by the Houſe: 
« That nothing hath appeared, in the courſe of this 
Enquiry, which calls for any interpoſition of the 
Legiſlature, with regard to the Management of 
Greenwich Hoſpital, or which makes the ſame neceſ- 
ſary or proper. eb e2a 
That the book, which was referred to this Com- 
mittee, intitled, The Caſe of the Royal Hoſpital for 
Seamen at Greenwich, contains a groundleſs and mali- 
cious Miſrepreſentation of the Conduct of the Earl of 
Sandwich, and others the Commiſſioners, Directors, 
and Officers of Greenwich Hoſpital, with regard to 
the Management thereof. | a ns 
e That it has appeared to this Committee, that the 
Revenues of Greenwich Hoſpital: have been conſide- 
rably increaſed, the buildings much enlarged and ren- 


dered more commodious, and the Number of Pen- 


ſioners greatly. augmented during the Time in which 
the Earl of Sandwich has been Firſt Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, who has, upon all Occaſions, ſhewn great 
Attention and Impartiality in forwarding the true End 
of that noble Foundation.“ 


As ſoon as theſe extraordinary Reſolutions were moved for, a great number of Peers of the firſt rank, 


fortune, and abilities, immediately quitted the Houſe, 


TR. : UPON 


HOUSE o 


UPON the concluſion of this bufineſs, Captain 
| Baillie, (who had been removed from his office near fix 
months before this enquiry began) wrote to the Secre- 
tary of the Admiralty, requeſting to be employed 
in the line of his profeſſion as a ſea officer; and 
near five months being elapſed, and not being a 
pointed to any ſhip, it ſtrikes Captain Baillie, that 
mankind (from certain infinuations thrown out by 
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Lord Sandwich's Counſel, in the courſe of the en- 


uiry), muſt think him totally diſqualified for any 
ervice whatever; he therefore preſumes to add to 
theſe proceedings, already too voluminous, the fol- 
lowing letters, in ſupport of his character in Green- 
wich Hoſpital, and at ſea; as alſo his letter to Mr. 
Stephens, the Secretary of the Admiralty, requeſting 
a ſhip, with his anſwer thereto. | 


COPIES: 


To Captain, Baillie, from a late Governor of Green- 


wich Hoſpital. 
STR, | Bath, 
I AM ſorry to find there have been ſome altera- 
tions in the Hoſpital ſince I left it, which I think you 
ſhould have acquainted me of, as I wrote you I could 
not go up but at the greateſt riſque, Any alterations, 
I have been told, lay with the Governor; but that I 
| ſuppoſe Lord Sandwich and a General Court will ſet- 
_ tle, as Iam informed there is to be a General Court 
held upon it. Is it not pity ſuch things [ſhould 
happen, and the Governor know nothing of the mat- 
ter, but what he hears by chance from others? I de- 


fire to know what is done, and that you will always 


acquaint me, in future, when any ſuch innovation is 
done, or intended to be done. If the gentlemen in 
the Direction have a right to make alterations, they 
are certainly right; if not, they muſt excuſe my not 
allowing it; at leaſt the Governor's conſent ſhould 
have been aſked, and it would only be civil in 
the gentlemen, as I have always been ſo to them; 
However, as I am in ſuch a bad ſtate of health, I 
cannot go up to ſee into theſe matters. Our com- 
pliments to Mrs. Baillie, Adieu. Your's, 


(A Copy.) F. HOLBORNE. 


N. B. It will appear by the following letter from 
Admiral Holborne, which is dated the next day, that 
Captain Baillie did not omit his duty to the Gover- 
nor; but Mr. Ibbetſon's attempt to ouſt the penſioners 
being as ſudden as it was irregular, Captain Baillie's 
letter ſtating the whole tranſaction, was not received 
by the Governor quite ſo ſoon as he expected. 


BY i © Bath, April 26th, 1771. 
I CANNOT help taking the firſt opportunity of 
approving of your conduct in this affair. I own, I 
was ſurprized at your not letting me know jt before, 
as I heard it from another; I wonder at the Gen- 
tlemen coming into ſuch a ſcheme without acquainting 
me. You will ſee the orders given, punctually com- 
plied with, and you will take care that ſuck things 
are never attempted, but agreeable to the Minute 
lately made at the Admiralty, and no encroachments 
of any kind. I want none for myſelf, nor ſhall any, 
with my conſent, be in the Hoſpital. It was very un- 
mannerly to do ſuch a thing the moment my back 
was turned. I do not know when I can return; it's 
not out of choice I ſtay here, I aſſure you; a fever 
and cold hanging upon me has prevented my drink- 
ing the waters moſt part of the time J have been 
here. Our compliments attend you, Mrs. and Miſs 
Baillie. I am, Sir, your molt obedient Servant, 
| | | F. HoLBoRNE. 
To Captain Baillie, at the Royal Hoſpital, Greemwich. 
(A Copy) 
Dear BATLLIE, : Saturday, 
YOU have acted extremely well, and with the en- 
tire approbation of Lord Sandwich z he has kept me 
longer in town, that I may be at the General Court. 
| Jr will be neceſſary that old Mr. Maule attends in 
perſon, as ſeyeral queſtions will be aſked him; and 
Lord Sandwich has defired me to give him intimation 


A 


F 


April 25, 1771, | 


RE. 


L O RODS 


thereof, which I beg you will do in my name, with 
my compliments to him and his family, and be aſſured, 
am, dear Sir, your faithful Friend, : 
And moft obedient humble Servant, 
70 | G. B. Rop xv. 
P. S. Keep a good look- out, that the Pen- and-Ink 
Men do not encroach on the Rights of thoſe for 
whom the Hoſpital was intended, the Officers and 
Seamen who have faithfully ſerved their King and 
i nee in that cauſe you muſt always be ſup. 
To Captain Thomas Baillie, at the Royal Hoſpital, 
Greenwich, 


The following letter was written to Captain Baillie at 
the time the late Right Honourable Lord Temple pre- 
faded at the Admiralty, to whom Captain Baillie was 
totally unknown. 3 

SIR, Admiralty Office, March zd, 1757. 
I HAVE received and read to my Lords Com- 
miſſioners of the Admiralty your letter of the 28th 

inſtant, giving an account of your having taken a 

French privateer of twenty-four guns, belonging to 

Havre de Grace; and I am commanded to acquaint 

you, that the Navy Board are directed to purchaſe 

the veſſel without loſs of time, and to regiſter her in 
the liſt of the Navy, by the name of the Tartar's 

Prize, and to eſtabliſh the number and nature of guns 

ſhe now has, and one hundred and ſixty men in her; 

and their Lordſhips have appointed you to command 
her, as a reward for your behaviour. I am, Sir, 
| | Iu?our moſt humble ſervant, 
Entered at the Admiralty. J. CLEVLAND. 
Captain Baillie, Tartar, Spithead. 


25 Royal Hoſpital at Greenwich, June 9, 1779. 
S4+R, . 

I BEG you will lay before the Right Honourable 
the Lords Commiſſioners of the Admiralty, my 
humble requeſt to be appointed to a ſhip ; my health 
being ſuch as will, 1 hope, enable me again to ſerve 
his Majeſty, PE. 

I truſt, that the Enquiry which has lately been 
entered into by the Houſe of Lords, reſpecting the 
Management of Greenwich Hoſpital, will not be any 
objection to this requeſt. | 

It would not become me to conteſt the juſtice of 
the cenſure which the Houſe of Lords has paſſed 
upon my complaints, except as to the malicious in- 
rention imputed to me, which, as no man can judge 
of but myſelf, I moſt ſolemnly proteſt never entered 
into my breaſt : a redreſs of what I conceived to be 
abuſes, was my only object and purſuit. — 

If an over zeal for the ſervice has carried me too 
far, and has led me into any improper behaviour, I 
am ſorry for it. 1 | 

I have already ſuffered very heavily by the proſe- 
cutions in Weſtminſter-Hall, and by the removal 
from my office, after near forty years faithful ſervice. 

I truſt, however, there is no intention of com- 
pleting my ruin; and I hope that the concurrent 
teſtimony of every perſon examined before the Houle 
of Lords, as to my integrity, and the Earl of Sand- 
wich's declaration, that he has not attacked my pro- 
feſſional character, will induce their Lordſhips to 
conſider my ſervice at ſea, of which teſtimonials are 
in your office, when I had the honour of being made 
a Poſt Captain, and which, I hope, will engage their 
Lordſhips to give me a ſhip, or to make tor me 
ſuch other proviſion as to their Lordſhips ſhall ſeem _ 
proper. I have the honour to be, Sir, CRF an, 
Your moſt obedient, and moſt humble Setyapt, 

T. BAILLIE: 795 
In anſwer to the above. 8 
SIR, Admiralty Office, June 11, 1779 

I HAVE received your letter of the gth inſtant, 
deſiring to be appointed to a ſhip, and have commu- 
nicated the fame to my Lords Commiſſioners of the 
Admiralty. I am, Sir, your very humble ſervant, 

P. STEPHENS. 

Captain T homas Baillie, Greenwich Hoſpital. 
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